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And the ſeveral 


1 PLEAS and EXCUSES 


| For it particularly 
EXAMINED and Cox Fur Eb. 
© HAP. 
The Occaſe on and 1 In of Theſe 
Papers. 


EMARKS have been lately publiſh'd againſt a 
| Clanſe contain'd in a Bill which had been 
AY brought into the Houſe of Lords, for the 
more effectual ſuppreſſing of Blaſphemy and Profaneneſi. 

It has been obſerved, among other Things, that the 

Clauſe, being intended as a Teſt e Arianiſm, 


would be of little uſe, or ſignificancy as to the end 
deſi ign'd by it; becauſe Thoſe who are now under- 


4 F The CASE of ARIAN 
ſtood to be Arians, are ready to ſubſcribe any Teſt 


of that kind, containing nothing more than is al- 
ready contain'd in the XXXIX Articles, The Re- 
marker takes notice that Thoſe Gentlemen make no 


ſcruple of ſubſcribing to our Church's Forms: it is 


their avowed Principle that They may lawfully do 
it in their own ſenſe, agreeably to what They call 
Scripture, This He proves from their declared Sen- 
timents, not only in common Converſation but in 
Print; and from their conſtant Practiſe of late Years, 


ſince the Year 1712. 


If This be matter of Fact (as I am afraid it is) 
it may be high Time to inquire , ſomewhat more 
particularly than hath becn yet done, into the Caſe 


of Subſcription. If inſtead of excuſing a fraudulent 


Subſcription on the Foot of Humane Infirmity (which 
yet is much too ſoft a Name for it) endeavors be 


uſed to defend it upon Principle, and to ſupport it 


®* 2 * * 
TN 

: 
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buy Rules of Art; it concerns every Honeſt Man to 
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look about Him. For what is there ſo vile or 


ſhameſul, but may be ſet off with falſe Colours, 


and have a plauſible Turn given it by the Help of : 
Quirks and Subtilties ? Many, without doubt, have 


been guilty of prevaricating with State-Oaths; But 


no body has been yet found ſanguine enough to un- 
dertake the Defenſe of it in Print. Only Church- 
Sub criptions, tho of much the ſame ſacred Nature 
with the other, may be ſecurely play'd with : and 


the plaineſt Breach of Sincerity and Truſt, in This 


Caſe, ſhall find its Advocates and Defenders. It 


muſt indeed be own'd that the Pretences for it 
have not been particularly confuted, or examin'd, _ 
The reaſon is, becauſe They look'd more like a 
- wanton Exercife of Wit and Fancy (tho' it is 
dangerous playing with Sacred Things) than any | 
ſerious Deſign to convince the World of the Ju- 
Rice of it. Beſides that the Foundations of moral 
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 » Subſeription Conſidered, 5 
Honefly were thought ſo deeply rooted in the Hearts 
of Men, that every Attempt againſt Them muſt ſoon 
fall; and die of it felf. However, becauſe the Pretences 
for what I call a fraudulent Subſcription had been re. 


commended by a Perſon of ſome Character in the learn. 


ed World; and might poſſibly gain Ground among ſuch 
as take Things implicitely, upon the credit of any great 
Name; I had once prepared a formal Ayſwer to 
what had been advanced on That Head: And I de- 
ſigned to publiſh it, by way of Introduction to my 
Defenſe. But before my Papers were quite wrought 
off, There appeared a ſecond Edition of Scripture 
Doftrine &c: upon peruſal whereof, I obſerved that the 
moſt offenſive Paſſage of the Introduction, relating 
to Subſcription, was left out: and beſides That, all 
Thoſe ſtrange and unaccountable Interpretations of | 
the Athanaſian Creed &c. (which had appeared 
in the Firſt Edition) were alſo prudently omitted; 
tho' Thoſe were all the Author had to depend 
on for the juſtifying his Subſcription. Upon 


Doctor had given, or was giving up his former 
Principles, relating to Subſcription : And I thought 
it would be ungenerous now to attack Him in his 
weakeſt Hold, after He had Himſelf betrayed a Su- 


ſpic ion, at leaſt, that He could no longer maintain 


it. Wherefore I contented my ſelf with a ſhort 
Remark in my Preface, entring a Caveat only, againſt 
Any ones abuſing the Doctor's Name hereafter, or 
Miſ-pleading his Authority, in the Caſe of Subſcrip- 
tion, It was not long before a nameleſs Writer of 
The Party took me up for the Charitable Sugge- 
ſtion I had made in Favor of the Learned Doctor. 
That Writer perſiſting in the Doctor's firſt Sentiments, 


* and being very unwilling to part with ſo valuable 


an Authority, was pleaſed to oppoſe the Conjecture 
Paſ- 


J had made upon the Doctor's leaving out the 
b ne . Eav five 


6 The CASE of ARIAN 5 
ſage in his Introduction. I H not ( ſays He) 


for what Reaſon Doctor Clarke omitted thoſe Wards ; 
but, I believe, I may ſay, it was not for the Reaſon 


Dr. Waterland isſinuates viz: That ſuch Subſcrip- 
tion is not juſtifiable ; becauſe the ſame Thing is ſtill 


aſſerted five or fix Times, at leaſt, in the Introduction, l 


as corrected in the New Edition *, I am not of 
That Gentleman's Mind, in This particular. Nay, 


if it might not look vain, I would preſume, after 


a competent Acquaintance with the Doctor's Books, 


to have ſeen a little farther into the Turn of his 
Thoughts, than perhaps that Writer has done: And, 
with his good Leave, I will till retain the ſame O- 


pinion of the Doctor's good Senſe, and Integrity fo 
far, which I had when I wrote my Preface, I 
think, I could give a tolerable Account of the Do- 
Ror's not ſtriking out every Paſſage in his Iatro- 
duftion that look'd that way: And likewiſe of his 
great Reſerve and Caution, in not telling the World, 


_ plainly, that He had changed his Mind. However, 


if I miſtake, I am ſure it is on the candid and cha- 


ritable Side; and on That which muſt appear much 
more for the Doctor's Honour (with all Men of 

Senſe) than perſiſting in a Error, ever can be. That 
it is an Error, and a very great one, I mean to ſhow 


in theſe Papers: And tho* I muſt, in appearance, 
carry on a Diſpute againſt the Learned Doctor, be- 
cauſe the Objections, for the moſt part, muſt be pro- 


duced in his Words; Yet I would be underſtood, 


in reality, to be rather diſputing This Point with 
the Doctor's Diſciples, who lay a greater Streſs upon 
what He has ſaid, than Himſelf now ſeems to do; 
thereby making his Firſ# Thoughts heirs, after they 


have (as I charitably conceive) ceaſed to be his. I ſhall 
have no Occaſion to ſay Any thing in Detenſe of 


Account of Pamphlets c. p. 17. * 
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Subſeription Confidered. 7 


\ our excellent Church, as to her requiring Subſcrip- 
tion; and requiring it according to her own Senſe of 
Holy Scripture. This Part of the Controverſy has 
been judiciouſly cleared, and ſettled, by two very 
AF Ingenious Writers; Mr Stebbing in his Kational En- 
Jury, and Mr. Rogers in his Review. My Buſineſs 
1s only to begin where They end, and to ſhow 
that, as the Church requires Subſcription to her nu 


Interpretation of Scripture, ſo the Subſcriber is bound, 


in Virtue of his Subſcription, to That, and That only: 


And if He knowingly ſubſcribes in any Senſe contrary 


to, or different from the Senſe of the Impoſers; He 
prevaricates, and commits a Fraud in ſo doing. This 
is a Cauſe of ſome moment; It is the Cauſe of Plain- 


neſs and Sincerity in Oppoſition to Wiles and Subtle- 


ties. It is in Defenſe, not ſo much of revealed, as of 
Natural Religion; not of the Fundamentals of Faith, 


but of the principles of Moral Honeſty : And eyery 


Here in Morality is of more pernicious Conle- 
\ quence than Hereſies in Points of poſitive Religion. 


The Security and Honour of our Church are deeply 


cConcern'd in This Queſtion, As to its Security, every 
body fees what I mean: and as to the Honour or 


Reputation of our Church abroad; whenever we have 
been charged with Socinianiſim, or Popery, or any 


other Monſtrous Doctrines; we had no Defenſe fo 


ready at Hand, or fo juſt and ſatisfactory as This; 
that our Subſcriptions were ſufficient to wipe off all 
Slander, and Calumny. The good of the State, as 
well as of the Church, is likewiſe concern'd in This 
Queſtion: Becauſe There can be no Security againſt 


Mlien's putting their own private Senſes upon the Pub- 


lick Laws, Oaths, Injunctions, &c. in contradiction to 
the Senſe of the Impoſers, if Theſe Principles about 
Church Subſcription ſhould ever prevail amongſt us. 
But of This, more will be ſaid in the Sequel. I de- 
ſign'd only, at preſent, briefly to intimate the Impor- 

SEE VVV tance 


8 The CASE of ARIAN 
tance of the Cauſe I am inquiring into; to invite 
the Readers to the more careful Examination of it. 
And I ſhall enter into the Merits of it, as ſoon as I 
have laid down the Principles of the Men I am now 


concern'd with, in order to let us into the True 
State of the Queſtion. f , 


CHAP. Il 


The general Principles, or Sentiments of 


the Modern Arians ( ſome of them at 
leaſt) concerning Subſcription to our pub- 
lick Forms. ty 8 5 


EE Author of the Remarks obſerves, that i is 
I an avowed Principle among Them, that Theſe Ar- 
ticles ( The 39. Articles) may lawfully and conſcien- 


tiouſly be Subſcribed in Any Senſe in which They Them- 


ſelves, by their own Interpretation, can reconcile Them 
10 Scripture (i. e. What They call Scripture; or their 


own Senſe of Scripture ) without _— to the Mean 


ing and Intention, either of the Perſons who firſt com- 


piled Them, or who now impoſe Them. He ſays far- 


ther, that This Latitude Was expreſly aſſerted in the 


Tear 1712, by 4 Learned Doctor of Divinity, in 4 


Bool intituled, The Scripture Doctrine of the Trini- 


ty; and was advanced on purpoſe 10 juſtify their Sub 


ſcribing. It is very well that the Doctrine can be 


dated no higher then the Year 1712; as indeed it 


cannot; being intirely neu: never heard of among 
Sober Caſuiſts, at leaſt, before That Time. Now, 


The principal Words of the Author of Scripture 


Doctrine (as They ſtand in the Introduction to the 


Firſt Edition) are Theſe. *Tis plain that every Per- 
fon may reaſonably agree to ſuch Forms (our Church's 
Forms, or of any other Proteſtant Church) whenever 


FSVaubſeription Conſidered. 9 


He can in any Senſe at all reconcile Them with Scri- 
pure; i. e. his own Senſe of Scripture, It is obſerv- 
able that Theſe Words are general; and ſomewhat 

ambiguous. For the Doctor does not ſay, in any 
Sehne whereof the Words are capable, and withal 


* conſiſtent with Scripture ; but conſiſtent with Scripture 


* 
1 


only: And if He ſpeaks there of the Forms in Gene- 
ral, as He ſeems to do, He might poſſibly mean, 
that any Man may agree to ſuch Forms when He 
can am way reconcile Them: whether by giving 20 
_ aſſent to Paſſages irreconcilable, or whether by ſub- 


fſtituting ſomething elſe in their room: And This 


would amount to ſubſcribing ſo far as agreeable to 
- Scripture, I know, The Doctor has took pains to 
reconcile the particular Paſſages in the Pxvblick- 
Forms to his own Hypotheſis; from whence one might 
imagine that He takes every particular Expreſſion to 
be capable of a Scnſe conſiſtent with his Scheme, 


ut 1 know alſo, and ſhall ſhow it in due Time, 


that He has often given a Senſe of which the Words 
He is there commenting upon, are really not capable: 
which is ſubſtituting ſomething elſe in the room of 
what He finds in our Forms, to reconcile Them to 
his Hypotheſis. And I do not remember that the 
Doctor has ever expreſly ſaid, that every ſingle Ex- 
preſſion of the Publick- Forms is capable of a Senſe 
agreeable to what He calls Scripture, Where- 
fore I have thought that the Doctor's real meaning 
Was to ſubſcribe with this reſervation viz. ſo far as 
is agreeable to Scripture; tho' He choſe to word it 
© ſomething differently, and leſs offenſively, by ſay ing, 
in That Senſe wherein They are agreeable, What con- 
firms me in This Suſpicion, is, that ſeveral of the 
Doctor's Arguments for ſubſcribing, ſerve equally 
for one, or other; and will either juſtify Both thoſe 
kinds of Reſervation, or neither. However This 
: B N matter 
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matter be, as to the Doctor Himſelf ; it is certain 
that others of the Party have expreſs'd Themſelves 
clearly and diſtinctly on this Head; and have con- 
demn'd the way of ſubſcribing with the Reſerve of, 
{o far as is agreeable to the Scripture; reſting their 
Cauſe intirely upon the other viz. in ſuch Senſe where- 


in They are agreeable, 


The Anonymous Author of the Eſſay on impoſing 


and ſubſcribing Articles, after declaring his Judgment 


(ſo far judging right) that They are not Articles 
of Peace only, but of Opinion; proceeds to condemn 
the Notion of ſubſcribing Jo far as is agreeable to 
Scripture; inſiſting upon it that the Articles are capa- 
ble of a Senſe in which They are agreeable to what 


He calls Scripture: And He pretends no more than 
This, that a Man may honeſtly ſubſcribe in any 
| Senſe of which the Words are capable X, and withal 4- 


greeable to Scripture, 


Wo are told in Another Tract, containing an Ac- 


count of Pamphlets relating to the Trinitarian Contro- 


verſy, that Subſcribing the Articles ſo far as They are 


agrecable to Scripture, is very different from ſubſcribe 
ing the ſame i» any Senſe agreeable o Scripture : and 


that They defend only the Larter, having explicitely q 


i concemncd the Former. The Sum then of what is pre- 


tended, is This. It is firſt ſuppoſed that the Arti- 
cles & c. are capable of a Senſe agreeable to what They 
call Scripture: And then, and not till then, it is 
ſuppoſed They may be ſubſcribed. Their Defenſe 
of Subſcription then reſts upon 2yo Suppoſttions. 
1. That every Expreſſion, in our Publick-Forms, 
is capable of a Senſe conſiſtent with the Neu- Scheme. 
2. That their being capable of ſuch a Senſe, is 


enough; without regard had to the more plain, ob- 


vious, and natural Signification of the Verde Them- 
L Page 41+ + Page 20 FEW 
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Subſeription Conſidirel. 1 


ſelves, or to the Intention of Thoſe who firſt com- 
piled the Forms, or who now impoſe Them. 


If eher of Theſe Sappoſitions (much more if Both) 


4 proves falſe , or groundleſs; their whole Detenſe of 
Alirian Subſeription drops of Courſe, I ſhall ſhow, 


1. That the Senſe of the Compilers and Impoſers 


(here certainly known) muſt be 7elipiouſly obſerved; 
even tho? the Words were capable of another Senſe. 


2. That, whatever has been pretended, There are 


| ſeveral Expreſſions in the Public Forms, which are 
really not capable of any Senſe conſiſtent with the 


© Arian-Hypotheſis, or New-Scheme. 


CAP. III. 


That the Senſe of the Compilers and Tmpo- . 


ſers when certainly known (as in the 
preſent Caſe it is) is to be religiouſly ob- 
ſerved by every Subſcriber, even tho” 
the Words were capable of Another 
Senſe. %%% 


? BY Compilers, I mean Thoſe that compoſed the 


Creeds, Articles, or other Forms receiv'd b 
our Church. By Impoſers, I underſtand the Go- 
vernours in Church and State, for the Time being. 
The Senſe of the Compilers, barely conſidered, is not 
always to be obſerved ; but ſo far only as the na- 
tural and proper Signification of Words, or the Jaten- 
tion of the Impoſers, binds it upon us. The Senſe 
of the Compilers and Impoſers may generally be pre- 


ſumed the lame, (except in ſome very rare and par- 
ticular Caſes) and therefore I mention Both, one 


f giving Light to the other. The Rules and Mea- 


res proper for Underſtanding what That Senſe 1s, are, 
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and can be no other than the ſame which are proper 
for the Underſtanding of Oaths, Laws, Covenants, or 
any Forms, or Writings whatever : Namely, the uſual 
Acceptation of Words; the Cuſtom of Speech at 


the Time of their being written; the Scope and In- 
tention of the Writers, diſcoverable from the Occa- 


ſion, from the Controverſies then on Foot, or from 
any other Circumſtances affording Light into it. 


This is the True and only way to interpret rightly 


any Forms, Books, or Writings whatever. 
The pretences to the contrary , ſhall be conſi- 


dered in their proper place: I ſhall now haſten to 
the Proof of my firſt poſition, and ſhall be very 
brief in it; there being little occaſion for proving 
ſo clear a Point: what is moſt neceſſary, is to wipe 
off the Duſt that has been thrown upon it; and That 
ſhall be done in due Time and Placgcce. 
1. I argue, firſt, from the Caſe of Oaths, It 
is a ſettled Rule with Caſuiſts, that Oaths are al- 
ways to be taken in the Senſe of the Impoſers: The 


ſame is the Caſe of folemn Leagues, or Covenants. 


Without This Principle, no Faith, Truſt, or mutual 
Confidence could be kept up amongſt Men. Now, 
Saͤubſeription is much of the ſame Nature with Thoſe; 


and muſt be conceived to carry much of the ſame 
Obligation with it. It is a ſolemn and ſacred Co- 


venant with the Church, or Goverment; to be capable 
of ſuch, or ſuch Truſts upon certain Conditions: 
Which Conditions are an unfeigned Belief of Thoſe 


Propoſitions, which come recommended in the Pub- 
lick- Forms, To change theſe Propoſitions for others, 


while we are plighting our Faith to Theſe only 


( as is ſuppoſed in the very Acceptance of Truſts) 

is manifeſtly a Breach of Covenant, and Prevaricating 

with God and Man. It is pretending one Thing, 

and meaning Another; It is profeſſing * 
| Wit 


dier Conſidered. 15 


With the Church, and at the ſame Time, diſagreeing 

with it: It is coming into Truſts, or Privileges upon 

quite different Terms trom what the Church intended ; 

and is, as one expreſſes it, not extring in by the Door 
of the Sheepfold, but getting over it, as Thieves and 
Rob bers. „ 11 | | 


2 To make it till plainer that ſuch Subſcription 
is fraudulent ; let it be conſidered what the Ends 


and Purpoſes intended by the Ruling Powers, in re- 
quiring Subſcription, are. They 
© our publick Laws, and Canons, to this Effect; That 
Paſtors may be ſound in the Faith; That no Doctrines 
be publickly or privately taught but what the 
Church and State approve of; that all Diver/ity of 
Opinions, in reſpect of Points determined, be avoided ; 
that one wniform Scheme of Religion, one Harmonuions 
Form of Worſhip (conſonant to Scripture and pri- 
maiitive Chriſtianity) be conſtantly preſerved among 
. Clergy and People. Theſe are the main ends de- 
ſign'd by Subſcription. But if Subſcribers may take 
the Liberty of affixing their ] Senſe to the Pub- 
lick-Forms, in contradiction to the known Senſe of 
the Impoſers; All theſe wiſe ends are liable to be 
miſerably defeated and fruſtrated. 
of being /ound in the Faith (which is but one) 


are expreſs'd in 


Paſtors , inſtead 


may have as many different Faiths as They happen 


to have different Wits, or Inventions. Multiplici- 


ty of Doctrines, oppolite to each other, may be 


3 publickly taught and propagated : And, inſtead of any 


uniform Scheme of Religion, or Form of Worſhip, 


here may happen to be as many different and diſ- 
ſonant Religions in the ſame Church, or Kingdom, 
as there are Paſtors, or Pariſhes. Theſe being the na- 
- tural Conſequences of That Latitude of Subſcrip- 
tion now pleaded for, it is evident that ſuch a La- 
titude is a contradiction to the very End and Deſign 


of 
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of all Subſcription; and is therefore — and 


full of of Deceit. | 
I ſhall mention but one Conſideration more; 
and That is the great Scandal, and pernicious Influ- 


ence of ſuch a Fraudulent Practiſe, I cannot better 


expreſs it than in the Words of the late pious and ex- ? 
cellent Mr. Nelſon. 1 


I could heartily have now wiſh'd (/a aye He 
c Letter to Dr. Clarke) that we of t Lay 


* had no ſuch Handle ever given us, as This your 
4 laſt Book hath afforded, as it is to be feared, but to 
„ too many who think Themſelves able to over- 
turn any Foundations whatever, if ſuch a Method 


« as you there propoſe be allowable with reſpect 


c to the moſt ſolemn Acts and Deeds of That Church 


« and Community whereof we are Members, and 
& to ſubſtitute what They pleaſe in their Roomf. 


Hie obſerves farther (p. 19.) That From a Me- 

* thod of this Nature, we are threat'ned with the 
& overturning of Foundations both ſacred and civil. 
And (p. 21.) that if The Judges and Others 
„ Learned in the Law, ſhall follow the ſame Me- 

* thod of interpreting the Laws of the Land, and 


« accommodating the Civil Oaths and engagements 
ce 35 Dr. Clarke has taken in interpreting and accom- 


« modating The Senſe of the Church, in her moſt 
ee Authentick Forms and Declarations before God 
cc and Man, and of the venerable Fathers of the Ca- 


cc tholick Church; there are many of Opinion that 
« every Thing might eaſily be leaped over, and 


cc that no Eſtabliſhment could be ſo ſtrong as to laſt 
long: And © who knows whereabouts his Reli 
« gion, Liberty, or Property may be, if ſuch a La- 
„ titude of 1 monroe be defenfible as is avouch- 


ra 15. 


ce ed 
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(e ed in Dr. Clarke's Third Part openly ; and is there. 


* 
Be bs” 
- 


8 


2 


in the common received Senſe. 


& fore ſuſpected in his Firſt, and Second? Thus 


far Mr. Nelſon. And there is ſo much Strength of 
7 Reaſon, and good Se 
that all the little Diſtinctions, evaſions, and Subrilties 


plain good Senſe ſhown in what He ſays, 
pleaded on the other fide can never ſhake it. Theſe 
and the like Conſiderations have ever deterr'd wiſe 
and good Men from ſuch a Method. No Conſci- 
entious Proteſtant would ſubſcribe the Romiſh Cate- 
chiſm, or Pope Piuss Creed; no ſerious Papiſt would 
ſubſcribe our Articles; No pious Diſſemer would 
give his Aſſen and Conſent to ſuch Parts of our 
Publick-Forms as He does not heartily approve of, 
Thouſands have 


died Martyrs to the maxims which T am now 


; u Whoſe great and only Misfortune it was 


not to 
and ſubtle Diſtinctions, Which, it ſeems, might have 


ave been acquainted with thoſe evaſive Arts, 


- preſerved Them. I come next to examine what 
Thoſe pretences and evaſions are: And that They 


1 may loſe nothing in the recital, They ſhall appear 


in the very Words of their Authors; and to every 
particular Plea I ſhall return a particular Anſwer. 


SS a eres oc, 


CHAP. IV. 


The ſeveral Pleas and Pretences for Sub- 
fecribing, after the New Method, examin'd 
and confuted. 75 


nA I. 
be A Proteſtant Churches require Men to com- 
6 ply with their Forms merely on Account of 


** their being agreeable to Scripture ; and conſequent- 
1 | ir er. 8 iy 


16 The CASE of ARIAN 
« ly in ſuch Senſe only wherein They are agreeable to 
1 Scripture. Clarke's Introd. p. 20. 


cc That This is not highly reaſonable among Dro 


e teſtants, and particularly in the Church of England; 
4c or that This hath been ever contradicted, or cen- 
&« ſured by Any Judgment of the Church, I leave 


« Him (Bp. Potter) to prove. Bp. of Bangor's Poſt- 


« Script, p. 258. 
ANSWER. 
1. Before ever Popery was known, Subſcription 


to Creeds, or other Forms, has been required: and 
always in the Senſe of the Impoſers. ST 


2. It is allowed that no Man is by the Church 


requir'd to ſubſcribe againſt his Conſcience ; or, what 
comes to the ſame, in a Senſe which He rhinks not 
agreeable to Scripture, If That be Any Man's Opi- 
nion with reſpect to the Sexſe of our Publick-Forms, 
He ought not to ſubicribe at all. AT, 

3 The Church indeed requires Men to comply 
with Her Forms, merely on account of their being a- 


greeable to Scripture : And, for that very Reaſon, muſt 


require Subſcription in Her on Senſe; becauſe That 
enly Senſe is (according to Her) agreeable to Scripture. 
It is a contradiction to ſuppoſe that any Church re- 


quiring Subſcription to Her own Explanations (as 


every Church does) ſhould at the ſame Time per- 
mit the Subſcriber to run counter to Thoſe Explana- 
tions. For, ſince She looks upon Her own Explana- 
tions as the only True Senſe of Scripture, and requires 


ſubſcription to the True Senſe of Scripture; She can 


never be preſumed to allow other Explications which 


are in Her Judgment) ot agreeable to Scripture; it 
being Her Principle to admit nothing but what is 
EE bs dr agreeable 
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1 Agreeable to Scripture. Whoever therefore does vio- 


lence to the Publick: Forms, muſt be ſuppoſed (by 


That Church whoſe Forms Thoſe are) to do as 
much Violence to Scripture it ſelf; and conſequent- 
ly, ſuch a Church cannot admit of it. It is There- 
fore evident that This Plea overthrows it ſelf. 


4. That it is reaſonable for any Proteſtaut Church 


to require ſubſcription in Her o Senſe, is as cer- 


tain as that it is reaſonable to require ſubſcription 


at all. For whatever Church requires ſubſcription 
mult require it in ſuch Senſe as That Church be- 
lieves to be the true Senſe of Scripture; and not in 
a Senſe which That Church believes to be jalſe. 


The Senſe therefore of the Impoſers, and none other, 


-muft be The Senſe which is required of the Sub- 


ſcriber. The Reaſon of the Thing Speaks it; and 


there is no more occaſion for any Declaration of the 
Cburch, in This Caſe, than there is for a Declaration 
of the State in the Cale af Civil Oarhs, For who 
knows not that Men ought to be ſucere; and not to 
3 ' ſubſcribe, or ſiuear one Thing, and mean Another? 


F. Tr is neither fair, nor juſt to require any expreſs 
L or Judgment of the Ruling Powers againſt 1 
Practiſe never begun till the Vear 1712 z and wich 
is too abſurd in it ſelf to need any formal Prohibi- 
tion. It was always preſumed, and taken for granted, 


I rhar the Publick-Forms ſhould be underſtood as in- 
© tended by the Church, and not ſtrain” d or reſted to 


2 foreign Senſe. King James the 1ſt in his Proclama- 
tion, for the Authorizing an Unormity of the Book, of 


2 Common-Prayer , hath Theſe Words; “ Concerning 
the Service of God we were Nice or rather Jca- 
\ 1. lous, that the Publick- Form thereof ſhould be free 


not only from Blame, but from Suſpicion; ſo as 


; neither the Common Adverſary ſhould have Oc- 


8 caſion to wreſ onght therein contained, to other Senſe 
h thas 


18 The CASE of ARIAN 
ce than the Church of England intendeth; nor an 
c troubleſome or ignorant Perſon of this Church 
« be able to take the leaſt occaſion of cavil againſt it. 

King Charles the iſt in his Declaration, prefix d 


to the Articles, prohibits the leaſt difference from the 7 
ſaid Articles, and exprefly forbids the affixing am 


new Senſe to any Article. And it was the Reſo- 
lution of all the Judges of England, * that Smith's 
Subſcription to the 39 Articles with this addi- 
tion (% far forth as the ſame were agreeable to the 
Word of God) was not according to the Statute of 
13. Eliz, And one of the Reaſons given, is, be- 


cauſe The All was made for avoiding of diverſity of g 3 
Opinions, & c. and by this Addition The Party might, 
by his own Private Opinion, take ſome of Them to be 


againſt the Word of God; and by this means Diverſity 


of Opinions ſhould not be avoided, (which was the Scope 
of the Statute) and the very Act it ſelf made touch=- © 


ing Subſcription hereby of none effect. Now This Rea- 


fon, on which The Reſolution of the Judges was 


chiefly founded, equally affects the Subſeription here 
pleaded for; and is equally ſtrong againſt it. Where. 
fore it muſt be allowed that ſuch Subſcription, has 
been ſufficiently cenſured and condemned by our Laws: 
And that all wreſting or ſtraining of the Publick- 
Forms to any new or foreign Senſe, different from what 
the Church intended, is not only againſt the ver 

End and Deſign of all Laws made for the Eſtabliſh- 
ing Conſent and Uniformity of Doctrine and Wor- 


ſhip, but has alſo becn expreſly prohibited by the 


Ruling Powers ; 


PL EA II. 


« Tf Tradition, or Cuſtom; if Careleſneſs or Mi- 


ce ſtake, either in the Compiler or Receiver, happen at 
* Coke Inſtitut, 4. c, 74. p. 324. „ 
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Any Time to put a Senſe upon any Humane Forms, 
different from that of the Scripture, which Thoſe 


very Forms were intended to explain, and which 
e js at the ſame Time declared to be the only Rule 
*« of Truth; 'tis evident no Man can be bound 


2 cc 


to underſtand Thoſe Forms in ſuch Senſe; nay on 
the Contrary, He is indiſpenſably bound not to 


& underſtand, or receive Them in ſuch a Senſe. 


Clarbe's, Introd. p. 21. 
5 ANSWER. 
This Plea confounds two very diſtin& Things; 


the Rule for Underſtanding, and the Rule for Re- 


ceiving any Forms. 


It ſhould be proved that an A- 


rian may not be obliged to Anderſtand the Publick- 
Forms in a Senſe contrary to what He calls Scriptare : 


bor, what comes to the ſame, contrary to his own 
© Hypotheſis) But all that is really proved is This only; 


that He is not obliged to receive Them in That 
Senſe, but obliged to the contrary; that is, to re- 
ject Them, and not ſubſcribe at all. The Argument, 
reduced to a ſyllogiſtical Form, would ſtand thus. 


No Man ought to receive any Humane- Forms in a 


Senſe repugnant to what He thinks Scripture. 


in their obvious, intended Senſe: 


„ 
74 
2 
1 
81 
: 5 


"> 


1 


But the obvious and intended Senſe of our Publick- 


Forms is a Senſe repugnant to what ſome think Scri- 


pture. | 
Therefore ſuch Perſons ought not to receive Them 
neither indeed fo 
to underſtand Them. Sf Oy 
Any young Logician will readily perceive that 
ere is more in the Concluſion than there is in the 


Premiſes; and that ſo much of the Concluſion as is really 
Juſt, is entirely beſides the Queſtion: containing no- 
thing but what no body doubts of; viz. that no Man 


ought to ſubſcribe againſt his 


Conſcience. 


2 PLEA 


20 The CASE of ARIAN 
85 PpLEA III. 


« The Senſe in which any Humane-Forms appear 


ce to a Man's ſelf to be conſiſtent with Scripture, and 


« not the preſumed meaning of the Compilers (add 
« or Impolers) is to be the Rule and Meaſure of 
&« his underſtanding Them. This is both evident in 
« Realon (becauſe otherwiſe every Human- Govern- 
« ment makes a new Rule of Faith) and is more- 
ce over by all Proteſtants agreed upon without Con- 
© troverly in Practiſe. Clarke's Reply, p. 34+ 


ANSWER. 
The DoRor appears to have been in confuſion 
here, as much as in the Preceding : not diſtinguiſhing 
between the Rule for Underſtanding Humane- Forms, 


and the Rule for Receiving, We are firſt to conſi- 


der what the true meaning and Intent of the Forms 
are: And This we are to judge of from the natural 
Force of the Words, and from the Scope, Drift, and 
| Deſign of the Compilers or Impoſers. After This, we 
are to conſider, by the Rule of Scripture, whether 
we can receive Them or no. If, upon ſuch Examina- 
tion, it appears to us that the Forms, according to the 


Senſe of the Impoſers, are agreeable to Scripture ; we 


may ſafely ſubſcribe; if otherwiſe, we muſt not do 
it for the World: what can be plainer? . 
As to the Suggeſtion that, in This way, every 


Humane-OCoverument makes a ne- Rule of Faith; it is 


mere Fancy and Fictior. Public Determinations , 
(at leaſt generally ſpeaking) are more likely to keep 

Cloſe to the Rule of Faith, than Private Conceits. Scri- 
pture is ſtill the ſame Kule of Faith, only under the 


prudent Guard of Public“ Explanations, to obviate the 


wild 
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Impoſers. 
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wild uncertainty of Private Expoſitions. This is not 


paying more regard to Humane Forms, than to Scri- 
3F prure 3 but more regard to ſome Humane Explications 
than to other Humane Explications; .more regard to 
a ſelect number of wiſe Men, than to conceired Opi- 


niators: In a Word, more regard to the moſt pru- 


dent, and moſt effectual (tho' not infallible) method 


of preſerving the Sacred Truths, than to Another 
which is fo far from being infallible for the pteſerv- 
ing of the true Faith, that it is rather the ſureſt means 
to deſtroy it. All Proteſtant Churches have took 
into This approved way of ſecuring, as far as poſ- 


ſible, the true Senſe of Scripture by publich, and au- 


thorixed Expoſitions. And This is paying the ten- 
dereſt and moſt religious regard to the Rule of Faith; 
there being no ſaſer or better way than This is to 
preſerve it. But enough in anſwer to a weak Sugge- 
ſtion; which, if it proves any thing, proves the un- 


lau ulneſi of impoſing any Forms; not the lawfulneſs 


of ſubſcribing in a Senſe different from That of the 


PLEA IV. 
With reſpe@ to Civil Matters, —— There is 
“ Jodged in every Government, a Legiſlative Power 
0 neither can there in this Caſe be any other 
«© Rule by which to interpret the Law, but only 
by diſcovering from the obvious ſignification of 
Words, what was in the whole, the real Senſe. 
and Intent of the Legiſlators. But now in Ec- 
j & cleſiaſtical Matters the Caſe is very different. 
The Church in Matters of Doctrine has no Legi/- 
© lative Power G. * 


Clarke's Reply, p. 33. 


ANSWER, 


— 
— 


A 


a „ 


2: The CASE HARIAN 


_— — 


| 
n 


1. This is only Amuſement. What has Legiſlative 
Power to do in This Queſtion? If an Equal, if an 
| Inferior propoſes me any Articles to ſubſcribe; I may 
indeed refuſe Subſcription (and fo I may when pro- 
poſed by Superiors) but if I ſubmit to Subſcribe, I 
muſt do it in the Senſe of Him that Articles, or Co- 
venants with me; and according to the plain, wſnal, _ 
and literal Senſe of the Words 3 
_ Beſides, what ſhall we think of Oaths impoſed _ 
by an V/arper* May I Swear to Any Thing, only ©: 
becauſe He has no Legiſlative Power over me? Here 
will be a fair Way open'd for any prevarica- 
tion in State-Oaths, as often as Any one queſtions 
the Legality of the Powers that impoſe them. 
2. To anſwer a little more directly; Subſcription _ 
V- required by the Legiſlative Powers: And there is 
juſt the ſame reafon for attending to the Senſe of the 
Impoſers, in the matter of Subſcription, as in any ci- 
vil Oaths, Teſts, Laws or the like: And every Ob- 
jection againſt the one, is equally ſtrong againſt the 
other alſo. The Legiſlative Powers in a Chriſtian 
State, are under the Law of right Reaſon, and allo 
under the Law of Chriſtianity, Now, What if the 
civil Oaths, Laws, Teſts &c. be thought contrary 
either tothe Dictates of Reaſon, or to the Law of Chriſt, 
which the Lawpivers pretend to follow, and to con- 
form to as their Rule? Then, upon the Principles 
of the Subſcribing Arians, Any Man may force and 
train the civil Oaths, Laws, Teſts &c. to his own 
private Senſe, contrary to the Meaning of the Rul- 
ing Powers, in order to reconcile Them to what He 
thinks Reaſon, or Scripture; that is, to his own Prin- 
ciples, Fancies, or Conccits, whatever They be. The 
GAs e = ie 


5 


. 


\ 
— Ns 2 ee e e GC h e 
* mw Df EN 


aj 8 
2 2 
DS. 1 

Nr. 


Subſeript ion Conſidered. 23 
Caſe is parallel in all Circumſtances affecting the pre- 
ſent Queſtion; and the Plea that is here uſed for 
the Juſtify ing a fraudulent Subſcription, with a very 
little Change, will ſerve as well to juſtify a fraudu- 
” lent taking of the civil Oaths, or Teſts; and ſo there 
iy Will be an end of all Truſt or mutual Confidence, 
o ſo long as Words are capable of being wreſted or 


Fon. 


1 tortured into more Senſes than one. 
1 p Lr A V. 
I | 


ed } « Every Man that ( for the Sake of Peace and 
ly «„ Order) aſſents to, or wakes uſe of, any ſuch Forms 


re cc of Humane Appointment ; is obliged to reconcile 
a= Them with what appears to Him to be the Doctrine 
as cc of Scripture, and take care to underſtand Them in 
e ſuch a Senſe only, as is conſiſtent with That Do- 
on cc ctrine: otherwiſe He parts with his Chriſtiani- 


is cee ty for the Sake of a Civil and Political Religion. 


* Clarke's Reply, p. 33. 
Th 10 : | | | LL 
D- -þ ANSW E R. 

he | | : 5 . 5 
ai 1. The ſame Plea may ſerve for Papiſts, and Perſons 


lo diſaffected to the Government, whenever (for the Sake 
he of Peace and Order) They may be diſpoſed fraudu- 
ry lently to take the Oaths of Allegiance and Supremacy, 
e, and Abjuration, Thoſe Oaths, indeed, in their literal 
n- _ and intended Senſe, are directly repugnant to their 
© Senſe of Scripture, But They are to take care to 
nd underſtand Them in ſuch a Senſe only as 1s conſiſtent 
In q with their Doctrines; otherwiſe, They part with 
l- their Chriſtianity for the Sake of a Civil and Political 
Je Keligion. 25 EE 
in- 2. More directly I anſwer, ſecondly, that if any 
he Humane Forms, in their obvious, and intended Senſe, 
aſe e E 


3 


— 


EE —— — — 
CCT 


24 The CASE of ARIAN 


appear not conſiſtent with what Some call Scripture; 


— —= == 
yas. rome ˙ Gon. wor 2 


— 


ſuch perſons ought not, for the Sake of Peace and Or- 


der, neither yet for the Sake of a Benefice or Dionity, 


nor for any Conſideration whatever, to aſſent to ſuch 


Forms, Nay, They are indiſpenſably bound to re- 


fuſe Aſſem, or Subſcription to ſuch Forms; otherwiſe 


They part with their Chriſtianity for the Sake of the _ 
Mammon of This World; or, at beſt, for the Sake 


of Peace and Order; which is doing Evil that Good 


=y come; and is an abominable Practiſe in the Sight 
n 


God, and Man, 
p L* 4 VL 


« Bp. Pearſon ſaith that whatever is delivered in 
« the Creed, we therefore believe, becauſe it is contain d 
« in the Scriptures; and conſequently muſt So believe 
ce it as it is contain d there: Whence all this Eæpoſi- 
cc tion of the Whole is nothing elſe but an llluſtration 


e and Proof of every particular Part of the Creed by 


ec ſuch Scriptures as deliver the ſame, according to the 
« True interpretation of Them. Expoſition on the 


.« Creed. p. 227. 


And the whole Church of England has made the 
ce like Declaration, in the 6th, the 20th, and 21/ 


pw” of the 39 Articles, before cited; and in the f 
Eigth Article, which declares that the Creeds ought 


« tg be received and believed becauſe (and conſe- 
te quently only in ſuch Senſe wherein) They may be 
ce proved by moſt certain Warrams of Holy Scripture. 
Clarke's Introduct, 5 5 


ANSWER. 


1. What Bp. Pearſon has there ſaid, relates to the : 
Article of Chriſt's Deſcent into Hell; the Senſe 70 4 
” which 
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which is left indefinite, and undetermin'd by our 
Church; and therefore This is not pertinent to the 
Point in Hand. To let us ſee how far that good 
and great Biſhop was from countenancing any thing 


like what the Doctor pleads for, I may tranſcribe one 


paragraph from the preceding page, p. 226. Where» 
fore being our Church hath not now impoſed That In- 
2? terpretation of St. Peter's Words, which before it inti- 
* mated, being it hath not declared That as the onely Place 
2? of Scripture to found the Deſcent into Hell pn; 
being it hath alleged no other Place to ground it, and 
delivered no other Explication to expound it; We may 
with the greater Liberty paſs on to find out the true 
Meaning of this Article, and to give our particular 
Fudgment in it. Had the Biſhop foreſeen what ill 
2 uſe might poſſibly be made of his other Words; He 
could not have guarded more particularly againſt it, 
than He has here done. Wherefore it was very pe- 
2 cular to cite Him in Favour of ſuch a Subſcriptions 
or ſuch a Latitude, as He would have utterly ab- 
7 horred, and detcſted. 5 i. 


2. As to the Doctrine of the Church of England 


3 in her 6th, 8h, 20th, and 21% Articles, it 15 no 
more than This; that zothing is to be received but 


what is agreeable to Scripture. And for This ver 


2? Reaſon, ſhe requires Subſcription in her on Senſe, 
2? becauſe ſhe judges no other Senſe to be agreeable to 
2 Scripture. If Any judge otherwiſe, let Them not 
2: Subſcribe. It is but ſhallow Artifice of the Pleaders 


for a fraudulent Subſcription, conſtantly to call their 


3 Interpretations of Scripture , Scripture ; and from 


thence to infer that the Church requires, or per- 


2? mits Subſcription in their Senſe. The Church ſure- 

ly has as good a right to call her /zterpretations by 

the Name of Scripture; and then Her requiring Sub- 
2 ſcription to That only which is agreeable ts Scriptures 


_ÞD » 
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is requiring Subſcription in her ow# Senſe of Scripture, 
and none elſe. Let the Arian Senſe of Scripture be 
Scripture to Arians : But then let them ſubſcribe on- 


ly to Arian expoſitions ; which are nothing akin to 


Thoſe of our Church. 


P L E A VII. 

« When in the Publieb Forms there be (as there 
ce generally are) expreſſions which at firſt ſight, look 
« different ways; it cannot be but Men mult be al- 
« lowed to interpret what is Obſcure, by that which 
« ſeems to Them more plain and Scriptural. 

5 1 Clarke's Reply, p. 3 3. 


I ANS W E RN. ans 
What a Fanciful Repreſentation is here of our 


Public Forms; as if They, either at ft Sight, or 
at all, look'd towards Arianiſm; When the very 


ſtrongeſt Words which the Wit of Man can deviſe 
to exclude it, occur every where in our Pablick- 


Form. And it is fo far from being obſcure whether 


the Compilers and Impoſers intended to exclude it, and 
to profeſs the Catholick Doctrine up to the Highth, 
that it is Demonſtration They did intend it. This 


Plea therefore has nothing to reſt upon but a Miſ- \ 


repreſentation of Fatt. > 
If the Meaning be, that the Doctrines taught by 


our Church are obſcure, that is, Myſterious: and : 
therefore They may claim aLiberty of explaining them | 


away, into what appears to Them more plain and 


Scriptural ; J ſay, if That be the Meaning of the Plea, 1 
then it comes to. This; that whenever Any Church 


impoſes the Belief of Ayſeries, a Subſcriber may 
honeſtly ſubſtiture what He pleaſes inſtead of the 
Mpſtery; or may make no Myſtery of it, by reducing 

| it 
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it (contrary to the Intention and Meaning of the 


Impoſers) to ſomething appearing to Himſelf more 
plain and Scriptural. Upon this Foot, it will be im- 
poſſible for any Church ever to ſecure the Profeſ- 
ſion of any Myſterious Doctrine againſt ſecret Mean- 
ings and fubtle Evaſions: but Men may ſubſcribe to 


q as many Ayſteries as They pleaſe, and ſtill believe 


2 zone of Them. 


p E 4 VIII. 


« In the Doctrine of the Trinity, I have no way 


e certainly to inform my ſelf, what is the Senſe of 
2 « the Church. The Words of the firſt Article are 
capable of at leaſt four Senſes; and Each of Theſe 
+ « Senſes is defended by learned Divines of the 

„Church — The four Senſes I mean, are Theſe. 


« 1. That which makes the Three Perſons to be 


4 e only Three Modes of one Mind; Which I call 
b «© Sabellianiſm, 85 : 55 


« 2. That which makes the Three Perſons to be 


e ſomething more than Three Modes of one Mind, 
and yet mot Three Minds: i. e. Makes Them to 
ebe media between entia and non. entia, ſomething 
and nothing; which I call Non. Senſe. N 


c 3, That which makes the Three Perſons to bc 


* Three equal Minds: Which I call Tritheiſm. 


« 4, That which makes Them to be unequal 
% Z4inds, one independent and exiſting of it ſelf, 


1 ce the other two deriving their exiſtence from the 
- * Firſts (which The Author ſhould have called A- 


rianiſm.) Eſſay on Impolit. p. 42. 43. 


F ANSWER. 
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23 The CASE of ARIAN 


ANSWER. 


This Writer goes roundly to work; and gives 


us a Specimen both of his Profound Senſe, and his ; 


Modeſty. He firſt throws Duſt upon the Article; 
and then complains that it is r and cenſu ed. The 
Article is really capable of but one Senſe; and That 
Senſe none of the Four, as He has repreſented Them. 


It is not capable of the Firſt pretended Senſe. 
There is not a Word of Three Modes either in the 


Article, or any where elſe in our Public. Forms. The 


No tion is neither expreſs'd, nor implied in the Article; 


and therefore cannot be the Senſe of it : Nay the 


| Notion is a Contradiction to the very Words of 
the Article. Mode, Mode, and Mode will never 
amount to Subſtance: But the Article plainly makes 


every Perſon to be Subſtance, as inveſted with Power 


and Eternity, and as being of one Subſfange with the 


other two Perſons, and making there- with one Living 
JJ 8 | | 
The Second Senſe, when rightly underſtood, is the 
true Senſe of the Article: but not as it lies under 
the ridiculous Repreſentation which This Writer 


has made of it. The Sexſe in it is the Article's, the 


Non-Senſe is his vn, The Article ſays not a Word of 
a Medium between ſomething and nothing: But that 
the Three Perſons, are neither Three Modes, nor 
Three Minds, 1s indeed plain enough from the Ar- 
ticle, Neither is there any Non: Senſe, but a great 


Deal both of Senſe and Trauth, in ſay ing, that every 
Perſon is Subſtance, and yet They are not three Sub. 


ſtances; every Perſon Mind, and yet not three M inds, 
every Perſon God, and yet not three Gods. The 


Dion is too cloſe and intimate to admit of the pla- 


ral Expreiſions of Minds, Sulſtances, Gods; Which 
ee „ 1 8 can 


Hub ſeript ion Conſilered, 1 


L can belong only to ſeparate Perſons Three Perſons ſo 


united as Theſe are ſuppoſed to be, are one Subſtance, 


one Mind, one Being, one God; and that in a very 


juſt and proper Senſe. 
As to the third and fourth Senſes of Three Minds 
equal, and unequal, which would imply Three Sub- 


* flances, the Article excludes Them Both; by mak- 
ug the Three Perſons one Subſtance, and one God. 
2 Upon the whole, it appears that the Firſt Article is 
not capable of more Senſes than one : and yet if it 
were capable of many Senſes, unleſs the Arian Senſe 


were one of Thoſe mam, This Gentleman and his 


1 Brethren could not, honeſtly and fairly, ſublcribe. 


pi IX: 
« Unleſs This Liberty be allowed, no body can 


E « ſubſcribe the Articles, Creeds, and Liturgy of 
c the Church of England at all. There are ſeveral 
„Things in theſe Forms which, if taken in the moſt 


© obvious Senſe, contradict one another: And therefore 
« /omze of them muſt be underſtood in a Senſe which 
«is not the obvious one. In the Doctrine of the 
« Trinity, it is plain from Dr. Clarke's Collection 
„Ch. f. of the 3d Part of his Scripture Doctrine, that 
&« there are a great Number of Paſſages in the Liturgy 
& which in the obvious Senſe make for his Opinion: 
« And therefore muſt by Thoſe who are of a different 
„Opinion be underſtood in a Senſe which is not the 


( obvious one. Eſſay an Impoſ: p. 43. 


« [am ſure it is no more a putting of Violence 
upon the Expreſſions cited in Chapter the 24. of the 
« Third Part, to make them conſiſtent with Scripture, 
«and with the Expreſſions of the Liturgy cited is 
&« Chapter the 1ſ#; than it is, on the contrary, a 
putring af Violence upon the Scripture and upon the 
. « Exprel- 


30 The CASE of ARIAN 
6 Expreſſions cited in Chapter the 1// to make Them 
« conſiſtent with the Expreſſions cited in Chapter the 


ec 2d. | Clarke's Introduct, 


ANSWER. 


We here meet with the utmoſt Confidence in af- 
farming a matter of Fact, which every Man's Eyes 


and common Senſe may immediately diſcover to be 


Falſe. The Sum of the Plea is, that there are many 
Expreſſions in our Pablick: Forms, which in their ob- 


vious Senſe contradict the Keceived Doctrine of the Tri-„ 
nity: And that Thoſe called Orthodox muſt put as 
much Violence upon one kind of Expreſſions to recon- 


cile them to their Scheme, as the Arians muſt put 
upon Others to reconcile Them to Theirs. The 
Expreſſions which are ſuppoſed in their obvious Senſe 
to thwart the received Doctrine, are ſuch wherein 
The Father is eminently ſtyled God, and ſometimes 


only God; or ſuch as intimate a Subordination of Two 


Perſons to One. - 

Now The Queſtion will be, what Senſe of Thoſe 
Paſſages has the beſt right and Title to be called 
the obvious Senſe, Is it not That Senſe which has 


been in uſe and approved, in this Myſtery, for 16 


Hundred years? Is it not That Senſe, which has been 


_ all along taught and inculcated before Baptiſm ; That 
which all the Churches in Chriſtendom receive and 


approve; That which the Compilers and Impoſers of 
our Forms certainly intended; That which is ſo well 


known and has fo long paſs'd current, that no body 


almoſt can miſtake it; That which the Words will 
not only bear (as may be ſhown from innumerable 


Inſtances in approved Authors) but which They 
really require, when conſidered together with what 


goes before or after Them, or with other Paſſages 
| | in 
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in our Publick- Forms? Is not That to be look' d 
upon as the obviout Senſe of Thoſe Paſſages, rather 
than Another of yeſierday, never before own'd by our 
Clergy or People, never ſuſpected to be contain'd 
in our Forms, never ſubſcribed to, till very lately; a 
ne, ſtrange, unheard of Senſe (ſo far as concerns our 
2? Publick- Forms) and ſuch as if admitted muſt make 
our Forms nothing elſe but a confuſed Heap and jum- 
ble of the moſt irreconcilable Contradictions? Theſe 
Things conſidered, I muſt inſiſt upon it, that the 
only obvious Senſe of Thoſe Paſſages is the received 
2 prevailing Senſe of Them: it being obvious to every 
Man of common Underſtanding that That, and That 
only was ever 3 our Church, or received 
by our Clergy ; or underſtood to be their tu 
2? Senſe, by Papiſt or Proteſtant, Diſſenter or Cburch- 
man, Native or Forreigner from the Year 1552 to 
the Year 1712. Dn TS 


Our Publich Forms have been well known to all 


the Churches abroad, to all the Learned in Europe. 
What Man ever ſuſpected, till now, that They were 
tainted with Arianiſmm, or but look'd That Way? 
There is no need of putting Violence upon any one 


Paſſage to reconcile it to the received Doctrine: All 


is eaſy and conſiſtent throughout, form'd entirely upon 
Catholic“ Principles. Sometimes the Father is ſtiled 
only God, oft'ner All Three: ſometimes Two of the 
2 Perſons are introduc'd in a Subordination of Order, 


to the Firſt; at other Times their perfect equality 
of Nature is as fully and clearly profeſs'd. No one 


q that has been tolerably inſtructed, can be at a loſs 
for the meaning of Theſe Things. But as to the 


Violence uſed by the Arian Party, in torturing our 
Creeds and Liturgy; it is ſuch, I believe, as was 


j never before practiſed with any Words whatever. 
The old Ariavs would have deteſted ſuch Practiſes: 


The 
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The *'Owogooy alone was ſuch a Stumbling-Block to 
Them, that They could never get over it. And yet 
* were Artiſts in their way; and had catried the 


Myſtery of Eqasvocanun, and Chicane, far beyond 


Any Thing that had been known in the Church in 


the Ages before Them. As to the Violence which 1 


Thoſe Gentlemen are forced to uſe with our Church's 
Forms, it will appear more fully in the ſequel. At 
_ preſent, I ſhall content my felf with TWO Obſerva- 
tions, which may help to give the Reader a juſt Idea 
of the difference between the Orthodox and Them, 
in This particular. "1 
1. The farſt is, that what the Orthodox ſubſcribe 
to, in reſpect of the Trinity, is none other but 
what all Catholicks, even the moſt zealous Oppolers 
of the Arians, were ever ready to profeſs, and in the 
fame Terms as we do. But (as I have already hinted) 
what our modern Arians ſubſcribe, is what none of 
the Antient Arians would ever have admitted. They 
abhorr'd the very Name, and Thing of Conſubſtan- 


tiality, Coequality, Coeternity, One Godhead in 3 P er/ons, 


or the like, which are all plainly laid down in our 
Publick-Forms. From hence it is manifeſt that the 
Violence We are charged with, would never have 
been thought Any by our Predeceſſors on the Carholick 
ſide : But the Violence which we Charge the Arians 
with, is ſuch as their Predeceſſors would have allow- 
ed to be ſuch. | 

2. Another Obſervation is, that what The Ortho- 
dox Clergy ſubſcribe to, They are ready alſo to pro- 


feſs, from the Preſs, or the Pulpit, or in common 1 
| Diſcourſe, which are”all of a piece with their Subſcri- 


_ Ption; at leaſt generally ſpeaking. They ſcruple not in 
_ Sermons, in Writings, in Difcourſe, to give the Title 
of God eminently, or of only God, to the Father: 
nor to admit of ſuch Expreſſions as imply a Subor- 

dination 
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nation of Order in the ſacred Trinity. But The 
2 Arians, on the contrary, never uſe Any Expreſſions 
like ro ſome which They ſubſcribe to. They will 
never ſay from the Preſs, or ſrom the Pulpit, or in com- 
mon Converſation, that Father Son, and Holy. Ghoſt 
are One God, that They are Coequal, Coeternal, &c 
They allow of Theſe Expreſſions as often as They 
2 ſubſcribe ; but never elſe. They underſtand what ſuch 
Words mean in any other place but in our Pablick- 
Forms; and They do not think They can conſcien- 
2 rtiouſly make uſe of them at other Times, however 
2 conſcientiouſly They may ſubſcribe to Them. Should 
any Man of Them, in a Treatiſe, or Sermon, 
throw out any ſuch Shocking Aſſertions ( Shocking, = 
I ͤ mean, to Them) He would be look'd upon as a 
Deſerter by the Party; and a Berrayer of the Cauſe 
which He had undertaken to 4525. But if He 
2 ſubſcribes to Them, and ſolemnly gives his unſcigned 
2 Aſent and Conſent thereto; This, it ſeems, and This 
only, is harmleſs, and inoffenſive, 


1 ſhall confirm what J have faid by a remarkable In- 


2 ſtance. Dr. Clarke did but once declare, in a Paper laid 
before the Biſhops, that the Son of God was cternally 
2 begotten by the Eternal incomprehenſible Power and Will 
ef the Father, (An Expreſſion nothing near ſo ſtrong 
for a Coerernity as Forty others which He has ſub- 
2 ſcribed to) and his Arian Friends could not bear 
it x. It occaſion'd a real and ſenſible Grief amongſt 
Them. They look'd upon it as giving up the Cauſe, 
im a manner, and made broad Hints of his being led 
by corrupt Nature, into a very culpable Prevarication. 
See how eaſily Thoſe Gentlemen can underſtand the 
Force of Words, Any where elſe but in our Forms; 
and how carefully They guard againſt the »/e of ſuch 
2 Expreſſions, as They ſcruple not however to ſub- 


* See Apolygy for Dr. Clarke p. 49. & W 
W | = ſcribe 


34 The CASE of ARIAN 
{cribe to. Let Any Man compare This Conduct of 
the Arians with That of the Orthodox; and He will 
plainly fee, that the Former are Themſelves Conſciou, 


their fide, at all. 


PLEA X. 


« By an Induction of particular Paſſages, There 


c are 186 places wherein our Pablick- Forms are clear- 
« ly on his (Dr. Clarke's) Side. And 27 only 


« which ſeem to differ from Him. Muſt not then 1 


the ſmaller Number be reconciled to the greater? 
6 Or, on the contrary, muſt the /fſer Number, 
ce and the more modern Phraſes be the Standard of 
« Doctrine, and the Rule of interpreting the more 
& Antient Phraſes, and the larger Number? ü 
Modeſt Plea. p. 120. 


ANSWER. 


This is pleaſant, and pretty. Of the 186 pretended 
Places, There is not one either clearly, or at all on the 
Doctor's fide , as to the Points of Difference between 
Him and Us. They are Paſſages which may indeed 
be uſed by Arians (and ſo may They by Catholicks) 
conſiſtently with their Principles. They are capable 
of different Views according to what They happen 
to be joyned with, But as They ſtand in our 
Forms, in company with Other Paſſages expreſs and 
full for the Catholick Doctrine; They can reaſonably 


I 
of the Violence They put upon the Church's Forms; tl 


while the latter are not Conſcious of any Violence, on 


2 
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bear no other but the Carholick meaning. I think it 


. . . — \ . 
not material to inquire into the Truth and Juſtice 


of This Writer's Calculation; founded only upon Dr. 3 


Clarke's arbitrary diſpoſition of his Sections, or Para, 
NONE | graphs : 
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ęgraphs: Sometimes making one Sentence a djſtintt 
7 Paſſaze, lometimes crowding many into One; and 


1 


ſometimes only reſerring to Paſſages omitted. Let 
1s; the Number be as 186 to 27; Thole 27 do not 
on only ſeem, but are directly oppoſite to the Doctor's 
Principles, according to the plain, literal, and natural 


Force of Words, as well as the kyows Senfe of the 


I Impoſers. The Queſiion then juſtly ſtated lies Thus. 
2 Whether 186 Paſſages which might (if the Com- 


pilers and Twpeſers had not intended Them in a Ca- 
ſholic Senſe) have been indifferently claim'd by either 
Catholic or Arian, ſhould yield to 27 which are utter- 
ly repugnant to Arianiſm, or the 27 to Them. That 
is, whether Thoſe that can bear but One of the 
Senſes ſhould yield to Thoſe that may fairly admit 


2 of Either; or the contrary. Imagine 186 Men to 
be indiſferent, or but nearly indifferent, in any Point 


of Diſpute ; and 27 reſolute on one Side. 
the way to reconcile Them, and to unite Them all 


"2 e's 


Which 1s 


in one Verdict? Is it to drag over the 27 by Force 
olf Arms to what They are irreconcilably averſe to? 
Or is it not rather to bring over the 186 to the 27, 


to whom They have little or no Averſion, and to 
2 waoſe Side They are no way difinclined? This 


latter, I think, is the proper and only method to 


I promote Harmony and Concord in the Whole. The 


3 -bplicatiin I Truſt with the Ingenious; and here 
take my leave of This fanciful Reaſoning of the Mo- 
4ſt Picader. 


PIA XI. 
K The Article in the Apoſtle's Creed, | concerning 


ö «© Chrilt's Deſcent into Hell, is now univerſally under- 
2 © ſtood in a Senſe probably different from what the 
Compoſers of the Creed intended. Clark's Reply, p. 34. 


| (IN ANSWER. 
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ANSWER. 


How Chriſt's Deſcent into Hell, was underſtood by 


the Compoſers of the Creed is uncertain: neither is 


it certain that it is Univerſally underſtood in any one © | 


Senſe, However That be, one Thing is Certain, 
that our Church has left that Article at large, in- 
tending a Latilude; and indulging a Liberty to Sub- 


ſcribers to abound in their own Senſe. This is not 
the Caſe of the Articles relating to the Trinity. 
Their Senſe is fix'd, and bound upon the Conſcience ? 


of every Subſcriber, by the plain, natural Signification 
of the Words; and by the known Intent of the Com- 
pilers and Impoſers. If it be ask'd from whence we 
are to learn what was the Intent of the Impoſers, or 
how it may be known; I anſwer, fiſt from plain 
Words; and next from Hiſtory and Obſervation, in 
the like manner As the Intent and Scope of any Writer 


is to be known. 
PLEA XII. 


ee The Damnatery Clauſes in the Athanaſian Creed are 
* are now by very few underſtood in That Senſe 
* which, in all probability, the Compiler of it in 
*« That very dark and ignorant Age deſign'd to ex 
ke preſs. Clarbe's Reply, p. 34. 
ANSWER. 

1. That the Athanaſian Creed (ſo called) was com- 
pos'd in a dark and ignorant Age, is more than the 

Doctor knows: and therefore ſhould not be ſo poſt- 
tively affirm'd by Him. The Creed however has no 
Signs or Tokens of Darkzeſs, or {guorance ; but of 
| Ei on g great 
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7 oreat Accuracy, and ſolid Judgment: And is the beſt 
2 Expoſition (for its compaſs ) of the Doctrines of 
the Trinity, and Incarnation, that we ſhall any where 


2. Another Thing which the Doctor affirms with- 


out knowing, is, that few underſtand the Damnatory 
? Clanſes, in the Senſe of the Compiler. Let Any Man 
2 ſhow what Senſe it is moſt reaſonable to underſtand 
Them in; and The ſame Reaſons (if good) ſhall 
2 ſerve to ſhow that That was the Senſe ot the Com- 
7 piler, I know, many have ſtrain'd the Damnatory 
#7 Clauſes to an unreaſonable Rigour , on purpole to 
2 diſparage the Creed: But They have not been able 
to prove that the Compiler ſo intended it. 


3. The Compiler's Senſe being doubtful, and the 


i Impoſers having left Thoſe Clauſes without any Ex- 


poſition ; The Subſcriber is at Liberty to underſtand 


Them in ſuch Senſe as the Words will bear; and 
2 ſuch as beſt anſwers the main Intent and Deſign of 
That Creed; and is moſt agreeable to Scripture and 
7 Reaſon, This Inſtance is nothing parallel to the 
* Caſe of the Articles concerning the Trinity; whoſe 
2? Senſe is fix d, and certain, as before ſaid. Fix, in like 
manner, the Senſe of the Damnatory Clauſes; and it 
hall ſoon be proved that every Subſeriber ought to 
2 acquieſce in it. a e 


PLEA XIII. 
« The Proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt ſet forth in the 


. * Nicene, and Athanaſian Creeds in One Senſe , & 
„ by Mr. (ow Dr.) Bennet in his explication of 


ce his own Senſe, concerning That Point, ſhown to 


4 <be now underſtood by mam (without any ſuſpi- 
„ cion of inſincerity) in a different Senſe, _ 


Clarke's Reply, p. 34. 
ANS WIR, 
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AN S. 


1. This is only Argumentum ad Hominem (to 


make the moſt of it) and thereſore is not ſufficient. 
2. The Argument comes not up to the Point in 
Hand. Dr. Bennet was of opinion that our Church 


had. determined nothing in This matter: otherwiſe 


He would not preſume to interpret the Preceſſion in 
own. Way. His Words are. f our Church had any 
where determined this matter, and declared in what Senſe 
She undlerſtood the Proceſſion in the Athanaſian Creed; 
the Caſe would be altered x. And again. Our Church never 
once adds the Epichet eternal to the Word Proceſlion ; 


nor has She any one Paſſage, that 1 know of, which 


may not be as well underjtood of the temporal, as of 
the eternal Proceſſion, either in her Liturgy, her Arti- 
cles, or her Homilies t. Jam not of Dr. Bennet's Mind, 
in This particular; believing that the Church has 
determin d the Meaning of the Proceſſion in Thoſe 
Creeds; or rather that the Meaning is ſo plain, all 
things conſider'd, as not to need any farther deter- 


mining. However, it appears to be Dr, Bennet's 


Principle, relating to Swbſcription, that where the 


Church's Senſe may be known, That Senſe muſt 


be received; and that there is, in ſuch a Caſe, no 
Latitude or Liberty lefr to the Subſcriber. Upon 
This Principle, He both does, and muſt condemn 
_ Arian-Subſeription , ſince both the plain Meaning of 


Words, and the Intent of Compilers and Impoſers ex- 


alude Ariauim. And it is Well known with What 
al and. Earneſtneſs Dr. Bennet re monſtrates X againſt 


That Colluſiun which He takes Dr. Clarke, and his 4 


Partizans to be guilty of, in tac. matter of Subſcrip: 
tion. | ts, % | 


p. 292, | p. 293- Fenner on the Trinity p. 265. 
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LS. XIV. 


« The Doarines of Predeſtination and Original Sin, 
« are at this Day, by all eminent Divines (after the Ex- 
« ample of Arch-Biſhop Laxd, and of the learned 


| « Biſhop Bull) und: rltood in a Senſe which there is 
3 < no appcarance the Compoſers of the 39 Articles 


« meant to teach; and which there is all appear. 
« ance the Compoſers of the Homilies intended thould 
« not be taught. Clarke's Reply p. 34. 55 

« T cannot condemn Arch-Biſhop Laud, Biſhop 
« Bull, and others, who departed manifeſtly from 
« the received Senſe, not of one but of ſeveral Arti- 
« cles; nor That Declaration of K. James I. (read 
« Charles I.) by which He openly patroniz'd the 
« Subſcribing . ſame Articles in ſeveral „not only 


e different but contradiftory Senſes: and in effect de- 


« clar'd it for the Honour of the Articles that This 
« ſhould be fo; and that all ſhould acquieſce in it 
« without mutual Reproaches. Lord Biſhop 9 Ban. 
gor. Poſt-Script. p. 259. 


AN s WE R. 


1. It hath often been pretended by the Colvinifh 
that the Compilers and Impoſers of the Articles &c. 
intended a Senſe different (with Reſpect to Prede, j- 
nation and Original Sin) from That which now gc- 
nerally prevails. But This Pretence has been often, 
and abundantly confured by great Men ; and parti- 
cularly by the learned Biſhop Bull, in his 4pology a- 
gainſt Dr. Tull): where He has unanſwerably vindi- 
cated the preſent Doctrines from the Articles, Litnroy, | 
Frys: and Homilies of the Church of England. 

A Diſtinction ſhould be made between ſuch 
Articles 
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Articles as, being formed in general Terms, leave a 
Latitude for private Opinions, and ſuch as being 
otherwiſe Formed leave no ſuch Latitude. It is 
ridiculous to pretend that, becauſe ſome Articles are 
general or indefinite, and may admit of different Ex- 
plications, therefore al may. Allowing that either Cal. 
viniſt or Arminian may ſubſcribe to the Articles (the 
Articles being general, and the main Points in diſpute Þ 
left undetermined) would it not be weak to argue 


from thence , that Both Papiſts and Proteſtants may 


| likewiſe ſubſcribe to the Articles of the Church of 
England? now, it is no leſs abſurd to pretend that 
Both Catholicks and Arians may ſubſcribe to our 
Forms; Some Articles being as full and ſtrong Teſts a- 


gainſt Arianiſm, as others are againſt Popery, 
3. It is not fairly, becauſe not truh, ſuggeſted, that 


when Men of different Sentiments, as to particular 
Explications, ſubſcribe to the ſame general Words, 
that they ſubſcribe in contradictory, or even in different * 
Senſes. Both ſubſcribe to the ſame gencral Propoſi. 
tion, and Both in the ſame Senſe; only They differ 
in the Particulars, relating to its Which is not 4. 
fering (at leaſt, it need not be) about the Sexſe of the 
Article , but about particulars not contain'd in the Ar- 
ticle. For inſtance: let Two Perſons aſſent to a gene- 
ral Propoſition, This Figure is a Triangle; one be- 
lieving the Triangle to be equilateral, the other be- 
lieving its Sides to be unequal: They are directly op- 
poſite in their Sentiments as to what kind of Triangle 
it is: but in the general Propoſition, that The Figure 
is 4 Triangle, Both agree, and in the ſame Sen, e. 1 


In like manner, imagine the Article of Predeſtina- 


tion (and the ſame may be ſaid of any other in like f 


Circumſtances) to be left in general Terms. Both 


ſides may Subſcribe to the ſame general Propoſition, and 
Both in the /ame Senſe: which Senſe reaches not to 
| | we * de 
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the particulars in diſpute. And if one believes Prede- 
ſtination to be abjolute and the other condirionare 3 
This is not (on the preſent ſuppoſition) differing 
about the Senſe of the Article, but in their reſpective 
7 Aaaitions to it. i Cs 
4. lt is very uncautiouſly and unaccurately ſaid, 
he that King Charles I. patronized the Subſcribing the 
te 27 fame Articles either in contradictory, or different Sen- 
ac 2 ſes. His Order is, that every Subſcriber ſubmit to 
„ the Article in the plain and full Meaning thereof, in 
of the Literal and Grammatical Senſe. What? is the 
at 'Y plain and full Meaning more than One Meaning? or 
ar zs the Ore plain and full Meaning T wo contradiftory 
3- 2} Meanings? could it be for the Honour of the Article 
2 (or of the King) to ſay This? No: but The Royal 
at Declaration, by plain and full Meaning, underſtands t he 
ar general Meaning, which is but one; and to which all 
„ might reaſonably Subſcribe. And He forbids any 
one's putting his own Senſe, or comment to be the Mean» 
ing of the Article, or to affix any new Senſe to it: 
er That is, He forbids the changing a general Propo- 
ſition into a particular; He ſtands up for the general 
ne Propoſition, that is, for the Article it ſelf; and pro- 
= 2 hibits particular Meanings, as not belonging to the Ar- 
& 27 ricle; nor being properly Explications off it, but Aa- 
editions to it. This is the plain Import of the Royal 
e-Doeclaration: And it is both wiſe and juſt; free from 
any of Thoſe ſtrange Conſequences, or Inferences 
le which ſome would draw from it. 1 


* 


J. I muſt farther remark, that the preſent Inſtance 
2- Þ} has no relation to the Point in Hand. The Propo. 


ce ſitions concerning the H. Trinity, contained in our 
h Public Forms, are not general or maefinite, but ſpecial 
d and determinate, in the very Points of Difference be- 


o © tween Catholicks and Arians; (Conſubſtantiality > Coe- 
ö 1 . ip quality, 


bi 
#4 
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4 - 
+ 
% 
e 


42 The CASE of ARIAN L 
quality, Coeternity &c.) and That in as clear, and ? 
from Words as Any can be deviſed. This is the 


Reaſon why the Subſcriber has no Latitude left in 1 


This Caſe; and why an Arian can claim no Benefit 
from any Latitude allowable in other Articles where 
Circumſtances are plainly different. And it muſt be 
thought a very peculiar way of reaſoning to argue 
that, becauſe a Man may take a Liberty where The 


Church and State have allowed it, therefore He may 
take the ſame Liberty where They have not allowe 


it: which is all that This Plea amounts to. - 
I, cannot but obſerve from the Diſputes, and Cla- 
mours that have been raiſed about the 17% Article of 
our Church, what a tender Regard has all a long been 
paid to the Point of the Subſcription; and how jealous 
Men have been of any the leaſt appearance, or um- 
rage of Prevarication, in ſo ſerious and Sacred a 
Thing. What then mult be ſaid of Thoſe who 
plead for a plain, open Prevarication in a Caſe which 
can admit of no diſpute with any Conſidering Man; 

and has hardly ſo much as a Colour left for it? : 


PSs 4 NV. 


&« That Article in the Nicene Creed (of one Sub. 
ce ſtance with the Father) is now (thro' the Ambi- 1 
& guity of the Latin and Engliſh Tranſlation) bj 
ce moſt Men taken much otherwiſe than the Coun- ? 
ce cil intended it, For the greater Part of Modern 
« Chriſtians (if we way judge by the Writings of 
eminent Divines) underſtand it (as if it had been 
„ ure) to ſignify of one individual Subſtance 
c with the Father, whereas all learned Men know 
« that the Greek Word (o, never had any 
c ſuch Signi fication, and that the Council meant no 


te ſuch Thing. Clarke's Reply, p. 3 Jo | 


ANSWER 
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ANS WE R. 


Here is little more in This Plea than a Cavil 


upon the double Meaning of the Word Individual; 
Which has been ſufficiently expoſed in another Place. 
It has alſo been ſhown that the Doctrine of the 
2 Nicene Council is rightly enough underſtood by Mo- 
dern Chriſtians ; and that while the Doctor ſo ma- 
2 giſterially cenſures the whole Chriſtian World, in a 
manner, yet no one ever underſtood this matter leſs, 
or talk'd more crudely of it than the Doctor Himſelf 


hath done, in This very page of his Reply, See my 


| Defenſe p. 463. and Reply to Doctor Whitby p. 7. &i. 


PLE a XVI. 
« It becomes a ſincere Man ( eſpecially if He 


2 « varies from Notions commonly received) to de- 


« clare plainly in what Senſe He underſtands any 
« Words of Humane Inſtitution; that his Inſeriors 
e and Equals may not be impoſed upon by Him, 


and that his Swperiors may judge of ſuch Decla- 


* Clarke's Reply. p. 33. 
„Dr. Clarke of all Men could leaſt be charged 

« with Colluſion, becauſe He has Declared publickly his 

* Opinions in This matter. Azodeſt Plea p. 121. 


ANSWER. 


I have reſerved This Plea to the laſt, as being of 


2 a very different kind from the reſt, and withal carry- 


ing a more plauſible Show of Frankneſs and Sin- 
cerity in it. Nevertheleſs, This, tho' it has an 


Appearance of Fairneſs, will by no means ſerve the 
2 Purpoſe for which it is brought. 


5 * Suppoſe 
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Suppoſe any diſaffected Perſons in This Kingdom i 
ſhould invent ſome ſtrange, forced, unheard of In- 
terpretation of the Civil Oaths, to elude and fruſtrate * 


the Intent of Them; and declare in Print, that They 


| Themſelves take the Oaths in this New Senle, advi- 
ſing their Brethren to do the fame; would ſuch De-. 
claration be ſufficient to ſalve their Honeſty, or to 
make Them righteous in the ſight of God, or Man? 
would They not be rather thought the more no- 
toriouſly wicked, as not only venturing upon Per- 
jury Themſelves, but inſtructing and ſeducing others 
into the ſame Crime? 33 
Their giving notice of their pre varication would 
not be acquitting Themſelves of the guilt, but pro- 
claiming it; and in ſome reſpects, increaſing it: as it 
would not only be doing an l Thing, bur, what is 
worſe, boaſting of it, and teaching others to do the 
like. One diſhoneſt AR, or more, are not ſo dange- 
rous, or pernicious, as the PA down principles, and 
contriving ſubtilties and artificial Evaſions, whereby to 


undermine the very Foundations of moral Honeſty. 


I am not ſenſible that There is difference enough ? 
between This and the other Caſe, to make one in- 

nocent, and the other highly criminal. Nothing can 
be pleaded for it but the preſumed Conſent of the Su- 
periors, after Declaration made. But that no ſuch 
preſumed Conſent can have any place in the matter of 
Subſcription, may appear from the Reaſom following. ? 
I. Becauſe Swperiors may often connive at, or to- 
lerate Offences: which are never the leſs Offences for 


ſuch Connivence. © 


2. Becauſe ſo long as our Saperiors continue the 
ſame Forms, which clearly expreſs ſuch a Senſe, 
They muſt be preſumed to intend the ſame Senſe, 
till They Declare otherwiſe. And their permitting | 
the ſame Forms to ſtand is a much ſurer ah Laws? of * 
£ h | then ? 


— — 
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any more than the other. 


Subſcription Conſidered. 45 
their ſtill intending the ſame Thing, than their ſuffer- 
ing in Offender to eſcape, with impunity, can be of 
the contrary. | FI 0 364 

3. The Expreſſions of our Articles, Liturgies, Creeds, 


4 and Laws, are all ſo plain and full tor the received Do- 


ctrine of the Trinity, and againſt the Neu. Scheme; 


that a Man muſt have a very mean Opinion either 


of the Underſtanding, or Integrity of his Superiors, to 
ſuppoſe that They can ever allow Him to trifle 


at ſuch a rate in fo ſerious a matter as Subſcription, 


And it muſt be obſerved that our Szperiors ſpeak by 


q the Publich Forms, as much as the Legiſlature ſpeaks 


by the Publick Laus and no Senſe can be their Senſe 


buc the plain, uſual, literal meaning of Thoſe Public 


Forms; till ſome as Publich, and as Authentick Decla- 


ration alters the Caſe. 


If The Subſcription contended for, be in it ſelf 


ö fraudulent, as eluſive of the Law, a Man's declaring, 
or giving notice of it, does not alter it's Nature, or 
make it legal. Suppoſe a Man ſhould declare that 


He ſubſcribes only /o far as is agreeable to Scripture; 
(a Method diſallowed by our Laws, according to 


4 the unanimous Reſolution of all the  Fuapes, as be- 
fore obſerv'd:) ſuch Declaration would never alter 
1 the Nature of the Subſcription, but it would be as much 


againſt Law as ever, notwithſtanding: and for That 


very reaſon it would be unrighteous and diſhoneſt. 


But, I have alſo obſerved that ſubſcribing in any 
2 | 8 of 


Senſe contrary to the plain Force of Words, and 


| known meaning of the Impoſers, is equally illegal with 


the other: and therefore neither can This be juſtified 
And fince whatever is 1. 
legal is of courſe condemn'd by our Superiors, who 
ſpeak by the Publick: Laws; it is evident that our 
Superiors condemn This kind of Subſcription: and con- 
ſequently there is no pretence left for a preſumed 2 
= | e em 
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ſent, unleſs our Superiors can be preſumed both to 


allow and condemn the very fame Thing, at the ſame 
Time. 5 1 


4. I muſt add that Our Speriors have, from Time 


to Time (as there has been occaſion) ſufficiently te- 
ſtified their diſallowance of any Attempts tending to 
undermine the Catholick, received Doctrine of the 
ever Bleſſed Trinity. His preſent Majeſty's Dire- 
ions, at This very juncture, are yet Freſh in our 
Minds; where (to the general joy and ſatisfaction 


of the Kingdom) He has Signified his juſt Reſent- | 
ments againſt Thoſe impious Tenets and Dottrines which 


have been of late advanced and maintained with much 
Bolduc ſi and Openneſs, contrary to the Great and Fun- 
damental Truths of the Chriſtian Religion, and particu- 
larly to the Doctrine of the Holy and ever Bleſſed T R- 


NITY. And his Royal Command is, that 2 Preacher 


preſume to deliver any other Doctrine. concerning the 


Bleſſed TRINIIT V, than what is contained in the Holy © 
| Scriptures, and is agreeable to the Three Creeds, and the 
 Thirty-nine Articles of Religion. Now the 8th Article 
of our Church expreſsly affirms that the Three Creeds 
ma) be proved by moſt certain Warrants of Holy Scripture. * 


' Whoſoever therefore gives it out for Scripture-Dottrine, 


that The One God abvays ſignifies the Father; or that 
More Perſons than One cannot be, or ate not one God; 
or that God ith any high Epithet always ſignifies the 
Father; or that the Son, or Holy Ghoſt is not God, Lord, 
Aimi:hty , eternal, uncreated, and incomprehenſible as 
much as the Father; I ſay, whoever pretends Scri- 
yture for Theſe, or the like Poſitions (Poſitions plain- 
ly repugnant to the Athanaſian Creed, which Creed 
may be proved from Scripture, according to Article 
the 8%) does at the ſame Time act in oppoſition to 
his Smperiors, who have enjoyned the obſervance of 
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the Creeds and Articles, If it be faid that ſuch ge- 


nera!l 
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neral Orders, or Directions of Superiors reach not to 
This particular Caſe , as not containing any formal 


7 prohibition of Thoſe neh- deviſed Senſes put upon. the 
Creeds and Articles; I anſwer that there is no more 
2 occaſion for a formal Prohibition againſt perverting 


The plain Senic of the Creeds, or Articles, than there 
is for the hke prohibition againſt perverting the 


2 Senſe of the Civil-Oaths. All that have Common Un- 
7 derſtanding are ſuppoſed to know, that directing us 
to adhere to the Creeds and Articles, is directing us 
to adhere to their Trae-Senſe, That being always im- 
7 plied. To pervert their true and certain Senſe, is 
not adhering to our Church Forms, but contradicting 
Them: which, tho' it be done in an inſidious ways 
and under the falſe Name of explaining Them; yet, 


in reality, means the ſame Thing as the moſt direct 


and formal Oppoſition to Them. And however the 
3 Diſguiſe may be ſerviceable in the Eyes of Men, yet 


Conſcience is not a Thing to be played with in That 
manner; neither will ſuch vain pretenccs avail any 
Thing in the fight of God. Subſcribing in This 
Method is really nothing elſe but eluding the 
whole Deſign of the Laws, and impoſing upon the 
Ruling Powers ; But it muſt be doubly rude, and 
abſurd, at the ſame time to preſume, that any Man 
can have their Conſent for it. So much for This. 

I have now run thro? all the Pleas, Pretences, or Ex- 
cuſes (Arguments I will not call Them) that I could 


8 any where meet with for the ew Method of Sub- 
fſcribing. The Reader is not to wonder at the Num- 


ber of Them, which is an Argument only of a bad 
Cauſe. Had there been any good Reaſon whercon to 
found it, there had been no need of running out 
into ſuch multiplicity. Bur when Men have once leſt 
the plain and True way, to follow their own wan» 


3 drings, Invention is fruitful; and it is very eaſy al- 


Ways 
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ways to have a great deal to ſay; after a Man is gone 

beyond the Rule of ſpeabing to the purpoſe. I believe, 
1 may now venture to Alm that the Cauſe which 


Thoſe Gentlemen have taken in hand, is one of the 


weakeſt that was ever undertaken by Wiſe Men. 


Falſe Facts, groundleſs Surmiſes, and inconcluſive Rea- 
\ fonings are all That it has to ſubſiſt upon. And 
yet I have hitherto allowed them, for Argument 


ſake, one Suppoſſtion; namely, that the Expreſſions 1 


in our Forms are capable of a Senſe conſiſtent with 
their Principles: And I have ſhown, notwithſtanding, 
that their Subſcription is fraudulent; becauſe repu- 
gnant to the more plain and obvious Senſe of thjge 
Words, and the oun Intention of the Impoſers. But 


1 muſt now examine The Truth of That Sappoſi- 
tion which has been thus far allowed Them: And 
if That allo proves weak and groundleſs; there 


will then be nothing of colour or pretence left for 
That Subſcription ; but The very Men Themſelves |: 
who either uſe it, or plead for it, muſt be ſelſ con. 
nas next Examine how that © 
Caſe ſtands; not that I need put the Iſſue of the 
Cauſe upon it ( For it is a clear Point that the Sub- 
ſcription pleaded for, is #njuſtifyable, tho I allo ved 
Them the preſent Suppoſition) but ex alundanti, 


3 
* * 


and to ſhow how miſerably weak and deſtitute of 


demn d. TI ſhall there 


all Support, the Oppoſite Perſwaſion is, I may 
inquire whether even This their laſt Refuge may 
not be taken from Them. ”- 
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CH A P. V. 


he That ſeveral Expreſſions in our Publick- 
Forms, are really not capable of a Senſe 

7; 4 conſiſtent with the Arian Hypotheſis, or 

nt New Scheme. 5 


th II muſt be own'd that Words are arbitrary Signs 
g, I of Things; and fo, in ſome Senſe, it may be ſaid 
u- that the Word White is capable of ſignifying Black, 
he and the Word Light might fignify Darkneſs, if the 
ur Cuſtom of Speech had not otherwiſe determin'd. 
. I ſuppoſe , Thoſe Gentlemen will not extend their 
nd © Notion, of Words being capable of their Senſe, Thus 
re far. They muſt have Regard to Cuſtom of Speech, © 
r to 1ſe of Language, to common Rules of Grammar 
s and Criticiſm, in determining whether Words be ca- 
bable of ſuch a Senſe or no. And whatever Forms are 
bat capable of That Senſe which is contended for, muſt 
be conceived capable of being Paraphraſed into That 
2 fame Senſe, by putting other equivalent Words into 
their Place. By Theſe Rules and Meaſures I ſhall 
„ proceed in the Inquiry, whether the Expreſſions oft 
our Publick- Forms are capable of an Arian Senle or no. 
Dr. Clarke has reduced the Number of Thoſe which 
we chiefly inſiſt on, to 27. I ſhall ſingle out ſome 
of Them, following the Order wherein They lie, in 
the firſt Edition of Scriptzre- Doctrine, togett2r with Dr. 
7 Clarke's Interpretation of them. I ſhall begin with 
the Athanahan Creed. „„ 
Mhoſbe ver will be ſaved; before all Things it is ne- 
: ceſſary that He hold the Catholick, Faith 
P. Mhich Faith except every one do keep whole and un- 
3 fied; without doubt He ſhall periſh everlaſtingly. 


And 
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And the Catholich Faith is This &c. 


He therefore that will be Saved muſt thus think, of the 


This is the Gatholick Faith; which, except a Man be. ö 


lieve Faithfully, He cannot be ſaved. 


Theſe are what They call Damnatory Clauſes : * 
and it ought to be matter of ſerious Inquiry, in ht 
Senſe the Gentlemen of the Arian Perſwaſion can ſub- * 
ſcribe Them, without Subſcribing their own Damna- 
tion. The very loweſt Senſe and import of Thoſe 
Damnatory Clauſes has ever been conceived to intend 
Thus much, that the mam Doctrine of the Trinity 
and Incarnation, The Doctrine of Worſhipping one 
God in three Perſons, and Three Perſons in one God; © 
and the Doctrine of Perſect God and Perfect Man, 
united in one God Man, are neceſſarily to be believed 
cor however not disbelie ved) by all Perſons of Vears 
and Diſcretion, (who have had the Opportunity of 
being duly inſtructed) under Peril of eternal Dam- 
nation. As the Author of the Creed could not'intend 7 
leſs than This: So neither can the Words Them- 
ſelves import leſs. And yet there is juſt Reaſon to 
queſtion whether the Advocates for the mew Scheme 
think it neceſſary to he God the Son, or God 
the Holy Ghoſt at all: It being a principle much 
contended for amongſt Them, zo direct their Prayers 
uniformiy to God the Father : + meaning, I ſuppole, to 
Him, and to Him only: And it is certain that They 
neither believe Three Perſons to be one God; nor Perfect 
God (in the Senſe of the Creed) to be united perſo- 
_ nally with Perfect Man to make one God. Man. Dr. 
Clarke, in his Comments, takes a great Deal of Pains 
to prove that particular Explications of all or any Part 
of the Doctrine of the Trinity cannot be neceſſary 
to Salvation. This proceeding of his would be right, 


| + See Modeſt Plea. p. 177. Brief Anſw. to Dr. NV. p. 64. 


if 
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if He had been teaching his Followers to Subſcribe with 
this Reſerve, viz. So far as is apreeable to what They 
think Scripture : But fince They are to Subſcribe in 
ſome Senſe whereof the Words are capable , as well as 
2 agrecably to Scripture; His Pains would have been 
better employed in ſhowing how the Damnatory 


es: | 

hat A Clauſes can be capable of a lower Senſe than That 
ib- which has been given. 

a- We Worſhip one God in Trinity, and Trinity in Unity. 
oſe Here it is to be noted, that Dr. Clarke and his Ad- 
nd Þ herents always by One God, underſtand God the Fa- 
ally ther only: and will never allow Two Perſons in One 
one God, tho' the Words of the Creed plainly include 
a; Three. Let us ſee then how Theſe Words muſt be 
an, paraphraſed, to make them conſiſtent with their Prin- 
ved 3 ciples. It is Thus: 1 | . 
"| © We Worſhip One God (The Father) in Father 
m. Fon and Holy Ghoſt: And we worſhip Father, 
Sy „ Son, and Holy-Ghoſt, in One God the Father. 
m. | That is, by referring all the Worſhip to the Father 
o © ultimately, as to the One Supreme Head. Let 
me us conſider what can be made of This Conſtruction. 
od It may be turn'd two Ways: either thus, we worſhip 


One Perſon in Three Perſons, and Three Perſons in One 
PHDerſon, (which is flat enough, and ſcarce Senſe) or 
2 elſe thus, Ve worſhip Ore God, the Father, prixcipally, 
3 Worſhipping Three Perſons; and we worſhip Three Per- 
1 ſons, worſhipping One God, the Father, {riucipally, This 
indeed is Senſe; but fach as no one ever did, or 
ever would cxpreſs in the Words of the Creed. It 
is not ſaid, Dnum Deum Patrem præcipue venerantes, 
Trinitatem veneremur; & Trinitatem vencrantes Vnum 


Patrem præcipue veneremur: But it is, Unum Deum in 
Trinitaie, & Trinitatem in Unitate vencremur. vo, 

ee oe Fo I 9m £6 Ea... 
Oro oy TpiaN xai Teiady os morals orcwaly. 
„ mop Plainly 
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plainly fignifying, that The One God to be worſhip. I : 
ped is The Trinity, and the Trinity to be worſhip. ? 


ped is the One God: We may proceed to what 
follows-:: i 77 Me 
Neither confounding the Perſons, nor dividing the 


Subſtance. For there is one Perſon of the Father, A. 1 


mother of the Son, and Another of the Holy- Ghoſt , But 
the Godhead of the Father of the Son and of the Hoh- 
Ghoſt is all one & c. Here the meaning of the Words 
is very plain, that the Perſons muſt not be confound- 
ed becauſe Father, Son and Holy-Ghoſt are diſtinct 
Perſons : Nor the Subſtance of the Three Perſons be 
divided, becauſe the Godhead of the Three, is all one. 
To paraphraſe the Words, upon the Doctor's Prin- 
ciples, They muſt run Thus. | n 

« Neither confounding the Perſons, nor dividing The 
« Father's Subſtance: tor the Three Perſons are di- 
& ſtint, but the Divinity of the Son and Holy- 
« Ghoſt is no other than what is communicated 


« from the Father. By This Paraphraſe, the whole 3 


Force of the Sentence is broken and confuſed. Un- 
derſtanding Subſtance of the Three Perſons, the whole 
is well connected: for here is a Reaſon given wh 

their Subſtance is not divided: viz. Becauſe their God- 
head is One. But what Senſe or Connexion is there 


in ſaying that the Father's Subſtance is not divided; 
for, or becauſe the Divinity of the Son &c. is no o- 


ther then what is communicated from Him ? No one 


would ever have expreſs'd the Doctor's Senſe, in 


thoſe words of the Creed, or in that manner. Beſides, 


the Words Godhead all one (una divinitas, Ala en 4 
applied here to three Perſons, are of known, certain 
Signification; denoting that the Subſtance of the | 
Three is One, and that all are one God, So that if 


either the Coherence of the Sentence, or the gramma- 
tical Senſe of Words, or their conſtaut and cuſtomary 
e uſe 
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T uſe in Church-Writers, be of any weight ; The Paſs 
lage now before us is not capable of That Senſe which 
The Doctor would wreſt it to; but muſt be con- 
ſtrued in Another: which other is like wiſe confirm'd 
by the Words ſollowing; The Glory Equal, The Ma- 
7 jefty Cooternal, BOK, | 


As to Glory Equal, The Doctor takes care to tell 


us, it muſt not be underſtood in the ſame Senſe as 
2? Coordinate Brings are equal to one another. Well, 
That we know: But what Senſe muſt the Subſcriber 
2 underſtand it in? The Doctor ſays, in ſuch a Senſe 
48 He who derives his Eſſence, or Being from Another, 
can be equal & c. Well, but what if the Subſcriber, 
according to his Arian Senſe of deriving Being, &c. 
thinks that the Glory of the ſecond and third Perſons 
can be in no Senſe equal to That of the Firſt; any 
more than the Glory of a Creature can be equal to 
the Glory of the Creator; how then can He ſub. 
2 ſcribe to Theſe Words, which are expreſs for Equa- 
iy of Glory, in ſome Senſe or other? The Doctor's 
2 laſt Shift is, that it may be underſtood in ſuch a Senſe 
} as Chriſt is ſaid to be cos Orc (or iow Oel) 
4 as God, or equal with God. But the Doctor's Con- 
ſtruction of jor Oe (Phil. 2. 6.) is no more than 
to be hononred as Lord of all Things, that is with 
Honour equal, or ſuitable to ſuch a God, or Lord, (0 
} exalted ; not with Honour equal to that which be- 
7 longs to God the Father, But The Creed plainly 
makes the Glory of each Perſon equal to the Glory 
| |} of any other Perſonm: Wherefore the Words are not 

capable of ſuch a Senſe as the Doctor has pur, upon 
od. Otaf, but the Subſcriber is left to ſeek out for 
'2 ſome other; or elſe to ſubſcribe the Words in 20 
4 Senſe at all. The next Words of the Creed are 


Majeſty Coeternal. The Word Coeternal is. of a 
Os Fr 4 
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fix'd and kyown Senle in Eccleſiaſtical Writers: never Hof 
uſed to ſigniſy any thing leis than abſolute Eternity, 
without beginning, and without end. How contradi- 8e 
Rory This Senſe is to the Principles of the Party, ſu 
may be ſeen from the Author of the Apology for 
Dr. Clarke who ſays thus: * Tho' the Generation of the 
Son, and Proceſſion of the Hoty-Gioſt may, in a Senſe, Þ 
be ſaid to be Eternal, as They were Te TavTuy and 
Teo alanay, jt What is This to the abſolute Eternity V 
of a Self-exiſtent Being * We See what the Apolo iſt 2 
thought of the great, the infinite diſparity between the JF w 
Eternity of the Father, and the Eternity of either of Þ ſa 
the other Two Perſons: Nor did the Doctor in his A 
Anſwer to Him diſapprove of his Sentiments ; but ne 
rather, (taciteh at Jeaſt) acquieſc'd in Them. How ag 
then can Theſe Gentlemen ſubſcribe to the Coeter- as 
nity of the Three Perſons? The Doctor in his Com- tt 
ments, admits that the Second and Third Perſons have 7 
 abvays been with the Firſt, which He explains by be- 1 
fore All Ages, and before Time, If This comes up n. 
to a Coeternity, it is well: if not, He does but de- {c 
ceive Himſelf and his Followers: for Coeternal can tc 
bear but one Senſe; and admit of no degrees, no 
difference in point of Duratioo . ö 
The Reader ſhould here obſerve the artful Method } © 
of explaining away the Senſe of a Creed, or of any other © 
Writing: Not for the ſake of learning it (For it is not 
worth 1t) but to be arm'd againſt it, and to prevent 
being impoſed upon by it. When a Word occurs, 
of a fd Senſe, and which is not, liked; The way 
is firſt to look out for Another Word that is am- 
bigubus, which may bear the ſame Senſe, but may alſo 
bear another. Draw but a Reader thus far to let 
flip the firſt Word, and to take this other inſtead 
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of it, and Then the Work is half done. Having 
Za Word with 2 Senſes, drop by degrees the 
2 Senſe you have no mind to, and take the other, ſtill 
# ſubſtituting other Words which may come nearer and 
2 nearer to the Senſe you aim at; till at length, by ſeveral 

removes, you get quite off from the Senſe of the 
Word you began with, 


Thus in the preſent Inſtance; From Coeternal, a 


Word of fix'd Senſe, and rather too high for the 
7 Arian Hypotheſis, The learned Doctor puts always | 
3 with the Father; which might indeed ſignify the 
3 ſame Thing, but is however capable of a lower Senſe : 
And to bring the Senſe gradually down, the Doctor 
2 next ſubſtitutes the Phraſe Before all Ages, which 
again is equivocal, and does not found quite ſo high 
as the former; Then, to lower the Senſe ſtill far- 
ther, He has another Phraſe, viz. before Time: And 
Time, ina reſtrain'd Senſe, may be ſaid to have com- 
3 menced with the World. So now He is got low e- 
7 nough, and The Reader may be ſuppoſed, by theſe 
# ſeveral Steps, to have loft the Sight of Coerernal, But 
A to paſs on. 1 


Such as the Father is, ſuch is the Son, and ſuch is 


the Holy-Ghoſt, The Doctor's Interpretation of it is; 
2 « ach in all Senſes wherein He that derives his Eſſence 
or Being from Another, can be /uch as is He 
from whom He dcriyes it. Here again He leaves 
his Subſcriber in the dark, For what if He had ſaid 
3 ſuch in all Senſes wherein a Creature can be ſuch as 
his Creator, which I am afraid is the true meaning 
of moſt of his Diſciples? This would come to the 
2 ſame as ſaying ſuch in #o Sexſes ſo that by This li- 


mitation, He takes away the plain Force of the 


Words; and teaches his Followers to ſubſcribe, not 
in ſuch Senſe as the Words are capable of: But ſo far 
2 45 is agreeable to what They call Scripture. The Creed 
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is poſitive that the Second and Third Perſons are ſuch 


as the Firft; and immediately after ſpecifies the Re- 
ſpects in which They are ſuch. Such in Reſpe& of 
their being Eternal; ſuch in Reſpect of their being 
uncreated; ſuch in Reipect of their being incompre- 


henſible 7 Almighty, God, and Lord, That is, all the | 


three Perſons are equally, and in the fame Senſe, 
uncreated, eternal, incomprehenſible, Almighty, God, and 
Lord, This is plainly the Doctrine of the Creed; 
the Literal and Grammatical Senſe of the Words. 
Now, to qualify abſolute Propoſitions with Reſerves 


and Limitations, in the manner the Doctor docs, is 


not Explaining their Senſe, but Contradicting it. Nei- 
ther can This be called Subſcribing in a Senſe of 
which the Words are capable, but only ſo far as is 
agreeable to what ſome call Scripture: Which Rule of 


| Subſcribing is condemn'd by Thoſe Gentlemen. 


The Father uncreate, the Son uncreate, and the Holy- 
Ghoſt uncreate — and yet not three uncreated, but 


One uncreated. The Doctor here teaches The Sub- 


ſcriber to acknowledge every Perſon to be uncreated 
(axmas) and yet, to ſay that there are not Three 


uncreated (Au 1) Perſons, but One uncreated Perſon ; 


Which is a ſtaring ContradiCtion : beſides, it is own- 


ing Two of the Perſons to be Creatures, in ſome 


Senſe, which the Doctor at other Times ſtudiouſly 


avoids, But He was here in great Straits; and was | 
to venture upon Any thing, rather than admit what | 
He has the utmoſt Averſion to, Three Perſons to be 


One uncreated Being, or God. | os 

He has no poſſible way of Reconciling the ſeem- 
ing Contradiction contain'd in his Comment, but by 
making a Diſtinction between derived uncreatedneſs, 
and underived uncreatedneſs: Which would have ap- 
peared ſo odd and fanciful, that He choſe not to 


rals. 
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| rals. What precludes This, and every other Pretence 
of That kind, is that the Creed plainly makes the an- 
? createdneſs of the ſecond and third Perſons to be ſuch 


as the Father's is, that is, of the ſame kind, and to 
be underſtood. in the ſame Senſe, there being no dif- 
ference or diſtinction, in That Reſpect. 
The Father incomprehenſible, the Son incomprehenſible, 
and the Holy- Ghoſt incomprehenſible =—— And yet there 
are not Three incomprehenſibles but One incomprehenſible. 
The Doctor takes the ſame way with This as wich 
the former Paſſage; and runs into the like Contradi- 
fon to avoid the admitting fo ſhocking a Thing 
to Him, as the Notion of three Perſons being One 
Incomprehenſible; which is the certain Meaning of the 
Creed. I ſhall ſay no more to This, but reſer the 
Reader to what I have obſerved upon the Paſſige 
preceding. % On 2, 
The Father Eternal, The Son Eternal, and the Holy- 
Ghoſt Eternal. And yet They are not Three Etcrnals, 
but One Eternal. Here the Words are ſo expre/s for 
Three Perſons being One Eternal (which the Doctor 
can by no means bear) that He hid no woy left. 
but to change They are not, into there are not: With- 
out conſidering Tab the Subſcriber ruſt give his 
unſeigned Aſſent, and Conſent to They are not; and 
mult ſo read in the publick Conyrevation, Beſides 
This Inconvenience, which the Doctor ſeem'd to 
to be unapprized of; There is another which He 
was forced to run upon (contrary to his uſual Cau- 


tion) and That was to ſay, There are not Three Eter- 

nal Perſons, hereby deny ing the Eternity of Two of 
Them. And yet The Creed, more than once, ex- 
preſoly aſſerts the Coeternity of all Three; and beſides 


plainly reaches that the Eternity of the Second and 
Third Perſons, is ſuch as the Father's is. Nor will the 
Doctor's Piſtinction of a derived and underived Eter- 

"OD e - ; 
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nity help Him in This matter: For the Senſe of the 
Word Eternity has nothing to do with That Diſtin- 
ction, being but one, and importing neither more nor 
leſs than beginningle/s and endleſs Duration. 
Tue Father is Almighty, the Son Almighty, and the 
Holy - Ghoſt Almighty : And yet They are not Three 
Almighties, but One Almighty. Here The Doctor 
again changes They are not into There are not: there- 
by ſignifying that the Subſcriber cannot honeſtly af. 
ſent to, or make uſe of They are not; tho' He does 


not tell Him how to avoid the doing of it, ſolemn- 


ly, and in the Face of the publick Congregation. 
I take no Notice of the Doctor's chuſing Tea; 
, rather than Teas uανν d pes, becauſe 
He will claim the Privilege of taking which He 
likes beſt: Otherwiſe the Greek Copies favor the 


| Latter as much as the Former ; and the Latin Ori- | 


ginal is indifferent to either. 


The Father is God, the Son is God, and the Holy- | 
| Ghoſt is God: And yet They are not Three Gods, but One 


God. We have the ſame Colluſion again practis'd; in 
changing Ty are not into there are not; only for the 


ſake of avoiding what the Creed mainly intends to | 
teach, that the Three Perſons are One God. I ſhall not 
here repeat what I have before ſaid: But ſhall on- 


ly obſerve an Omiſſon which the Doctor is guilty 


of, in not teaching the Subſcriber how to reconcile | 
the Contradiction of every Perſon being 4 God (for | 
ſo it muſt be on his Principles) and yet not Three 
Gods, For tho' there be but One Supreme God (up- 
on the Doctor's Hypotheſis) yet one Supreme God, 
and Two inferior Gods, are Three Gods, in ſuch a Þ 
Senſe as neither Scripture, nor Antiquity can ever | 


Se = 85850 


allow. The like might be ſaid of the next Para- | t 


graph, reſpecting One Lord, and Three Lords, I ſhall | 


juſt take Notice of 4 flight inconſiſten cy . i 
JJC Doctor 


he : Doctor, in explaining this Paragraph. To account 
! for the Hoh-Ghoſt's bein 

| forced to admit that He is repreſented in Scripture 

| as exerciſing Divine Power and Authority: p. 435. 

But if we turn back to Prop. 25. p. 296. We are 

1 

ö ment is never expressly ſtiled God; becauſe He is no 


7 
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here called God, He. is 


there told that the Holy-Ghoſt, in the New Teſta- 


| where repreſented as ſitting upon 4 Throne, or excerciſiug 
Supreme Dominion &c. So that it ſeems, The Doctor 
can make it out either way; that the Scripture has, 
or has not, given Ground enough for {tiling the Holy- 
Ghoſt God, juſt as Occaſion ſerves. But to paſs on. 

In This Trinity, none is aſore, or after Other. 
( Nihil prius aut Poſterins. or Nemo Primus aut 
Poſtremis. Se erg Y Dep. aliter dels ap 


1 eagares) but the whole Three Perſons are Coeternal, 


The Covternity could not be expreſs'd in ſtronger Words 


than is here done, both poſitively and negatively. 

If The Doctor and his Friends believe it, it is 
well: If not, it is very certain that They cannot 
honeſtly Subſcribe, even upon their own Principles; 
for the Words are not capable of any lower Meaning. 

None is greater or leſs than Another; but the whole 
Three Perſons are Coegual. 

The Doctor's Comment upon the Words none is 
greater &c, is, that the Second and Third Perſons arc 
every where with the Firſt, as They are Aiways. I 
doubt not but the ſole Reaſon which led the Do- 
ctor into this Remote, and ſtrain'd Conſtruction, 
was his Apprehenſion that the Phraſe every where , 
like the Word Abvays, might help Him to a Double 


Entendre, for the uſes above mention'd. 


But if every where be capable of two Meanings, 
the Words of the Creed are not fo ; ; none greater 
or leſs: And if They muſt be underſtood of Pre. 
Jence, They can ſignify "RRP lower than * 

2 that 
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that all the Three Perſons are equally omnipreſent, = 


I am content with This Meaning; And if it be 1 
conſiſtent with the Doctor's  Hypothe/is, am very glad | 


ol it: Or if it be not; Then He muſt be conceived 1 


to adviſe the Subſcriber to ſubſcribe in a Senſe of | 
which the Words are not capable. „ 
Aſter I had proceeded thus far, and had look d 2 
little forwards, I was much ſurprized to find the 
Doctor interpreting Coequal very differently from the 
Word's None is Greater &c. as if They did not Both | 
mean the ſame Thing, firſt zegativeh, and then poſitively | 
expreſs'd. But The Doctor, it ſcems, ſtands by no | 
Rules of interpreting. They are Coequal ( ſays He | 
no) in ſuch a Senſe as one or more Perſons can be 
equal to Another ( from whom They derive their Being) 
by a plenary Communication of Power, Knowledge, Dig= | 
| vity &c. He has the like come-off for the Words | 

equal to the Father as touching his Godhead : that is, 
 fays He, equal in ſuch a Senſe as a deriv'd Being can | 
be. I have before obſerved ſomething of this gene- 
ral Salvo, for ſome other Paſſages: And indeed it is | 
ſuch a Sovereign Salvo for every difficulty, that He | 
need not have made uſe of any other. In reality, | 
it comes to no more than This, that He admits the 
Words and the Senſe of them fo far as conſiſtent with | 
his own Hypotheſis, or his own ſenſe of deriving Being. | 
In the ſame way, a Man might ſabſcribe to the Decrees | 
of the Council of Trent, or to every Article of Pope 
Pins's Creed. For Inſtance: I believe Saints may be 
. worſhipp'd, but, in ſuch a Senſe as Worſhip can be | 
due to Saints. I admit Tranſubſtantiation, but in ſuch | 
a Senſe as it can be conſiſtent with Scripture and Rea- | 
_ fon. I admit Prayers in an unknown Tongue but in | 
ſuch 4 Senſe as can be reconciled with the 1. Cor. 14. 
And thus we need not ſcruple any Thing. Apply the | 
the ſame Salvo to the Civil Oaths, and it may ſerve | 
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zs well there, to clude and fruſtrate Them: And a 


Man may Swear to any King, without acknow- 
ledging his juſt Right or Title. It is but ſay- 


ing Thus; I believe ſuch a Perſon to be the only 
rightful and lawful King of Theſe Realms, in ſuch 4 


Senſe as He can be rightful and lawfal, upon my Prin- 
ples, &c. And what may not a Man ſear, or ſub- 


ſcribe to in This looſe method? Now in Truth, tho' 


This kind of Collaſion is diſguiſed by the Words ſuch 


a Senſe, as if there were a certain Senſe, fn which the 
Subſcriber might 1 underſtand the Words, conſi- 
ſtent with his own por heſis; yet it really ani ounts 


to no more than This, the ſubſcribing /o far as is 
conſiſtent with his own Opinions. For a Man may make 


uſe of the ſame; Salvo, whether the Words be capable 


of any ſuch Senſe, or whether They be not. If they 
be capable, He is indeed bound up to ſuch Senſe: If 
not, He is free, having ſubſcribed to them no farther 
than They can be ſo underſtood ; which perhaps may 

not be at all. I cannot but from hence obſerve, ho- 
unfairly and unjuſtly the very worthy and learned 
Biſhop of Oxford has been treated far confouuding (as 
is pretended) theſe Two Things: Subſcribing /o ſar 


| as is agreeable to Scripture; and ſubſcribing in ſuch Senſe 


as is agreeble to Scripture. For however diſtin& theſe 


Two Things may be in the general, They are really 
confounded by Dr. Clarke Himſelf in this particular 


Caſe, as I have often obſerved. Neither will He 
ever be able to defend the Point of Subſcription upon 


the latter only, without taking in the former alſo. 
His talking of ſach Senſe ſeems only to be a cover, or 


« 
a 


8 diſguiſe for /o far as (which has deceived 


is unwary Followers who have not ſeen fo deep into 
This matter as He ) and hence I conceive it is, 
that He has never explicitely condemn'd the ſubſcrib- 
ing with the reſerve of /o far as is agreeable ; w 
| „„ | Others 
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Others of the Party, being aſhamed to ſtand- up for 
ſo unaccountable a Latitude, have indeed plainly re- 


jected it; not being aware of the need They: ſhould 
have of it. But to return to the Creed. 


God of the Subſtance of the Father Jajuites before 3 
the Worlds; aud Man of the Subſtance of his Mather 'F 


Perfect God, and perfect Man. 


The Doctor did not think proper to tale any 


notice of This Paſſage. I know not how any Words 


can be Stronger for the 5on's having the ſame Divine- 


Nature with the Father, as much as He has the ſame 


Humane Nature with his Mother: Perfect God and 


Perſect Man, having all that belongs to the Nature 
of Both. This is utterly repugnant to the Arian 
Hypotheſis; and can no more be reconciled with it, than 
Light with Darkneſs. _ 

We may now take leave of the Creed (called A- 
kana tan) and proceed to the Litany. 


O boly, Bleſſed, and Glorious Trinity , Three Perſons 


and One God, have mercy &c. 


Here the Three Perſons are all together invoked, 


and under the Style and Title of One God; directly 
Oppoſite to the Doctor's Principles. The Doctor 
has no way to evade their Force, but by under- 
ſtanding the Title of One God to belong to the Fa- 
ther only. His Senſe is, This. 


O holy, Bleſſed, and Glorious Trinity, Three 


<« Perſons, and One God, viz. the Father, have mercy | 


& c. This Colliqion The Subſcriber is to practiſe in 
his moſt ſolemn Devotions :. excluding Two of the 
perſons from the One Godhead here, tho' He had ad- 
reſo'd Them both under the Title of God in the 
two preceding Petitions; and tho' the Epithets Holy, 
Bleſſea, and Glorious, are equally attributed to all Three, 


in the very ſame petition. If This be to pray with 
the dane (as the Doctor pretends it is) Let 


it 
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it rather be the wiſh of every Honeſt Man to have 


leſs Underſtanding, and more Grace than to rifle in 
This manner with the Tremendous Deity. 
In the Collect for the 34 Sunday in Advent, we 


thus addrefs our Bleſſed Saviour. 


O Lord Jeſu Chriſt — who liveſt and reigneſt with 


the Father and the Holy Spirit , ever One God World 
without End. Any one, at firſt ſight, may here ſee 


that the Title of One Ged, is not attributed to the 


Father only, but to all the Three Perſons: contrary 


to the Doctor's Principles. The Doctor does not 
attempt to ſlow that the Words are capable of any 


other meaning. Only He draws up Another Form 
ſuitable ro his own Hypotheſis, and little akin to the 
Words in the Collect; ſubſtituting That in the Room 
of the other. If the Subſcriber can content Him- 


ſelf with ſuch ſhuffling in his ſolemn Prayers, let 


Him look to it. 


There is juſt ſuch Another paſſage in the Con- 
cluſion of the Collect for Chriſimar-Day ( which the 
Doctor has omitted) and there is Aer in the Col- 


lect for the 6% Sunday after Epiphany 1 He 


has alſo omitted) running thus. 
With Thee O Father, and Thee 0 Holy Ghoſt, He 


| 1 {Chriſt) liveth and reigneth ever One God "World Wil h- 


out End, Here, whether Chriſt alone, or all the 
Three Perſons (and one of Theſe it muſt be) be called 


One God; it is equally repugnant to the Doctor's 
Principles. And He cannot ſubſcribe to This, in 
ſuch a Senſe as the Words will bear (for They can- 
not bear his Senſe ) but only ſo far as is conſiſtent 


with his Principles: Which is not aſſenting to the 
Words of the Prayer, but to ſomething elſe of his 
own inventing. The like may be ſaid of the Collett; 


for Septuageſima, and the fir Sunday in Lent, and 


Good. Ahh twice, and Eater day, and Aſcenſſan-day. 


and 
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and the Sunday after; all which the Doctor has o- 
mitted out of his Collection: An omiſſion indeed 
not worth the mentioning, were it not that 
the Modeſt Pleader has been pleaſed to object the 


ſmallneſs of the Number 27, which we ſee, might | 


have been inlarged; and were it not an Aggravation 
of the great Sin of prevaricating with God and Man, 
to conſider how often it muſt be repeated in the 
yerly:Courle- of the... 

The Doctor takes notice of the Collect for Whit- 


Sunday, and ſhifts it off in a looſe Manner: and fo 


paſſes on to Trinity-Sunday, dealing much the fame way 


with That allo. He omits the Collect for St. Mat- 


thew's Day; Which is more expreſs and full againſt 


his Principles than either of the Two Former, I | 
ſhall pais over all the other Places in our Liturgy, Þ 


or Articles, except one, with which I ſhall ſhut up 


This Chapter. It is the proper Preface for Trinity- 


Sunday, in the Communion-Office; running thus: 


0 Lord, Almighty, everlaſting God: Who art One | 
God, One Lord, not one only Perſin, but Three Perſons in 


One Subſtance. For That which we believe of the Glory 
of the Father, the ſame we believe of the Son, and of the 
Holy-Ghoſt, without any Difference or inequality. | 


The Doctor here pleaſantly ſays, that There is no 


Paſſage in the whole Service ſo apt to be underſtood in 


4 wrong Senſe as This; meaning, I ſuppoſe, fo apt 
to be underſtood in the Senſe the Church intended, 
and fo hard to be perverted to Any other. And it 
muſt indeed be thought a very clear and full Paſſage | 
on the Orthodox fide, When a Perſon of the Doctor's | 
Abilities, in this kind, and after He had worked | 


his way thro' the Nicenezand Athanaſian Creeds, (be- 


| fides a great Part of the Liturgy) began at length 
to feel Himſelf non-pluſs'd by it, and almoſt at the 


Point of. Confefling . it. His firſt endeavour was to 
r | l | | perplex 
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per plex and puzzle the Church's: Sen 6 and rat 


to introduce his own. 


He pretends that the Words, Lord, Imighty,. ever- 


* laſting God, are Perſonal, and mult be underſtood of 
| One Perſon only, tho' He cannot but know that every 
one of Thoſe Words are uſed in the Athanafan 
Creed (to ſay nothing of the Liturgy) of all the _ 
Three Perſons taken together; and They are here 
expreſsly declared to belong, not to one Perſon only, 
but to Three Perſons in one Subſtance, The Words; who 
arty He thinks, cannot be properly applied to more 
pPerſons than one. But that They are fo applied 
dere is manifeſt, and by Thoſe who were compe- 
tent Judges of Propriety: And if He likes it not, 
why ſhould He Sabſcribe? When He comes to give 


us his own Meaning, He never attempts to ſhow 
(good Reaſon why) in what Senfe, conſiſtent with 
his Principles, a Subſcriber may believe Three Perſons 
in one Suhſtance, and that the ſame Glory belongs to 


all, without any Difference, or Inequality, It would 


be trifling, to take Notice of what He endeavours to 
put upon a S#bſcriber, in order to ſatisſy his Con- 


| ſcience in one of the moſt ſerious and folemn Things 
in the World. I can never give my ſelf leave to think 


that He could at all ſatisfy Himſelf in it; upon ſe- 
cond; and cooler Thoughts. Indeed, I ſhould ask 


| the Doctor's Pardon for dwelling ſo long upon thoſe 
extravagant Explications; which, I doubt nor, He 
| tow heartily deſpiſes, as well as I, Neither 


ought They to be any longer imputed to Him, who 
has mn Them, and caſt them off, from the 
Time his ſecond Edition has appeared. But ſince 
his Diſciples and Followers are ſtill proud of his Re- 
fe, and ſet a value upon his Triſtes, which He has 
too much Senſe to do Himſelf; Since They inſiſt 
upon it that, all the . of our Pwblick- Form 

are 
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are, at leaſt, capable of a Senſe conſiſtent with their 
Principles, and appeal, for Proof of it (having in- 
deed nothing elſe to appeal to) to the Doctor's Per- 
formances on That Head: in a Word, ſince The. 
have been pleaſed to reſt the whole Cauſe of Sub- 
ſcription upon the Doctor's Explications, it was neceſſary 
ſor me to take under Examination Thoſe Things 
upon which ſuch a Streſs was laid; unleſs the Do- 
ctor Himſelf would have been ſo kind (for which 
J ſhould have heartily thank'd Him) as to ſpeak more 
plainly in This Matter than He has thought pro- 
per to do. One Half. Sheet, one ſmall Aavertiſe- 
ment from his Hand, to diſcountenance This kind of 
Subſcription would have done the Buſineſs at once, 
and have ſaved me the Labour of doing any Thing. 
The Credit of his Name was, in a manner, all it had 
to ſtand upon. And had He but pleaſed to take 


off the Countenance of his Authority ; his Reaſons 
ſhould have been left, to ſtand or fall by Them- 
ſelves. But as the Caſe now is, (and as the Au- 
thor of the Remarks obſerves) that the whole 
Party are gone after Him, and ſtill perſiſt in the 
Doctor's Firſt Thoughts relating to Suhſcription; net» | 


ther has the Doctor took any ſufficient Care to 
reclaim Them, or to bring Them back; The Cauſe 


is too important to wait his ſlow Motions, or to be 


left any longer in ſuſpenſe. The Glory of God, the 
Honour of our moſt holy Religion, and the Security 


of Church and State, call for our beſt Endeavors to 


root out, if poſſible, thoſe falſe and pernicious Prin- 
cCiples, and to reeſtabliſh the Matter of Subſeription 
upon its true, and ſolid Foundations. How far I 
have been able to contribute to ſo good an End, 
muſt be left to the Reader's judgement, My De- 


Les however wis well aimed : And This is my A. 


 pology 
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pology for diſturbing the learned Doctor, hte, and 
unvillingly on This Head. 

J ſhall now briefly ſum up the particulars of ie 
has been advanced above, for the Reader's clearer ap. 
prehending of it, as well as the better retaining it. 


1. The Church of England requires Subſcription 
not to Fords, but Things; ; to Propoſitions contained i in 


her Publick. Forms. 


2. Subſcribers are obliged not to Silence « or Peace 
only, but to a ſerious Belief of what They ſub- 


ſcribe to. 


Zo Subſcribers muſt believe it True in That parti 5 


cular Senſe which the Church intended; (ſo far as 


That Senſe may be known) For the Church can ex- 
ſpect no leſs; The deſign being to preſerve One V- 
niform Tenour of Faith, to preclude Diverſity of O- 
pinions, to have Her en Explications, and none other 
(as to Points determin'd) taught and inculcated ; and 
to tie Men up from ſpreading, or receiving Do- 
ctrines contrary to the publick Determinations. 


Theſe and the like Ends cannot be at all anſwer'd 
by Subſcription, unleſs the Subſcriber give his Aſent 


to the Church's Forms in the Church's Senſe; that 
is, in the Senſe of the Compilers and Impoſers. 


4. The Senſe of the Compilers and Impoſers is to 
be Judged of from the plain, uſual, and literal ſigni fi- 
cation of Words; and from their Intention, Purpoſe | 
or Deſign, however known: The Rule for under- 


ſtanding the Publick- Forms being the ſame as for un- 
derſtanding Oaths, Laws, Inj unctions, or any other Forms 


or Wrickes whatever. 
5. Where either the Wards themſelves, or the PL 


tention (much more where Both) is plain and evident; 


there the Senſe of the Impoſers is fully known; and 
there | is no room left for a Subſcriber (as ſuch) to 
= put 
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put any contrury. or different Senſe * the Publick- 


Forms. 


6. If Words * capable of ſewral meanings, but 
certainly exclude This, or That particular mean- 


ing; a Subſcriber cannot honeſtly take the Forms in 
That meaning which is ſpecially excluded. For, This 
vVould be ſubſcribing againſt the Senſe of the Church 


at the ſame Time that He profeſſes his Agreement 
with it. 

7. It may be certain) known that Any Arian 
Senſe of our Publick- Forms, is ſuch a Senſe as our 
Church intended to exclude, and has excluded, in as 
full and ſtrong poſtive Terms as the wit of Man is 
able to deviſe. 14 all Men of Senfe muſt allow, 


that when Compilers and Impoſers have done the ut- 
moſt They could, and as far as any Words can 
reach, to expreſs the Carholick, Doctrine of the Thi. 


zity ; They may and muſt be fuppoſed to mean Thar 


very Doctrine which They have induſtrioufly la- 
boured to expreſs, and none other. 


8. And that it may not be pretended by our 


Modern Arians, that their Senſe is not Arian (which 


nevertheleſs it certainly is) it is farther evident, and 


| Hath been ſhown, that the main particulars of their 
Scheme ( call it what They pleaſe) is ſpecially exclad- 
ed, both by the plain Words, and undoubred Imten- 
tion of our Publick: Forms. 
9. Therefore none of the Advocates for the New- 
Scheme can fairly or honeſtly ſubſcribe to our Church's 
Forms, tho They could invent a Senſe for Them con- 
ſiſtent with their own Principles: it being evident 
that any ſuch Senſe is contrary to our Church's Senſe, 
and to the Intention of the [mpoſers. 


10. The Pleas and Excuſes deviſed to juſtify the 


| ſabſcribing in a Senſe contrary to, or different from, 


the known Senſe of the 9 being founded either 


on 
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bn falſe preſumptions, or weak reaſonings, are of no 
weight or ſignificancy; but the Arian Subſcriber muſt 
be blameable for going counter to the known Senſe of 
the Church, even tho' the Words were capable of 
another meaning. e ie 2% 4 v0 

11. Yet, upon Examination, it appears that many 

Expreſſions of out Publick- Forms are really not capa- 


bie of any Senſe conſiſtent with the New-Scheme, And 


therefore, if the Patrons of it ſubſcribe to their own 


Senſe (as They muſt be conceived to do) They ſub- 


ſcribe to a Senſe which is no Sexſe of our Publick- 
Forms at all, on any Suppoſition” _ 
12, The Subſcription therefore of Thofe Gentle- 


men (however gloſs'd over with the pretence of ſub- 


ſcribing in ſuch Senſe as is agreeable to (what They 
call) Scripture, really amounts to no more than ſub- 


| ſcribing /o far as is in their Opinion agreeable to Scri- 
pture. Which way of ſubſcribing not only defeats 


every End of Subſcription, and ſtands condemn'd by 
our Laws, and by the expreſs Reſolution of our 


Judges, but is alſo abſurd in it ſelf; as leaving room 
for any prevarication whatever, in the matter of Oarhs, 


or Teſts; and for ſubſcribing the Romiſh Confeſſion, 


or even the Alcoran, or Any Thing; and is more- | 
over explicitely condemn'd, even by the generality of 
| Thoſe who plead for Arian-Subſcription. 
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